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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter |I—Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Standards, Inspections, 
Marketing Practices), Department 
of Agriculture 


PART 53—LIVESTOCK, MEATS, PRE- 
PARED MEATS, AND MEAT PROD- 
UCTS (GRADING, CERTIFICATION, 
AND STANDARDS) 


Official U.S. Standards for Grades 
of Slaughter Barrows and Gilts 


Pursuant to authority conferred by the 
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 1622, 1624), a notice 
was published in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
(33 F.R. 6298) on April 25, 1968, regard- 
ing a proposed revision of the Official 
U.S. Standards for Grades of Slaughter 
Barrows and Gilts (7 CFR 53.152, 
53.153). The notice provided that written 
data, views, or arguments concerning 
the proposal could be submitted within 
30 days after publication of the notice. 

The comments submitted on this pro- 
posal, as well as all other information 
available to the Department, have been 
considered in arriving at a decision on 
the proposal. 

Statement of considerations. To be 
of maximum benefit to the swine indus- 
try, standards for grades of slaughter 
barrows and gilts should be closely coor- 
dinated with the standards for grades of 
barrow and gilt carcasses. On April l, 
1968, revised standards for grades of 
barrow and gilt carcasses became effec- 
tive. The notice of April 25, 1968, pro- 
posed to revise the slaughter barrow and 
gilt standards to coordinate them with 
the revised pork carcass standards. 

On the basis of the comments received 
on this proposal and all other informa- 
tion available to the Department at this 
time, it is concluded that, with the 
changes noted below, the adoption of the 
slaughter barrow and gilt grade stand- 
ards proposed April 25, 1968, is in the 
best interest of the swine industry. 
Therefore, under the authority conferred 
by the Agricultural Marketing Act of 
1946, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1622, 1624), 
the Official U.S. Standards for Grades of 
Slaughter Barrows and Gilts appearing 
in 7 CFR 53.152, et seq., are revised to 
read as proposed (F.R. Doc. 68-4899) 
subject to the following changes: 

I. Paragraph (c) of § 53.152 is changed 
by adding at the end thereof the follow- 
ing sentence: “Also graded U.S. Util- 
ity—regardless of their development of 
other quality-indicating characteris- 
tics—are slaughter barrows and gilts 
with indications that their carcasses will 
be soft and oily.” 


FEDERAL 


II. In paragraphs (f), (h), and (j) 
of § 53.152, the word “hogs” is changed 
to read “swine”, and in paragraphs (a), 
(b), and (c) of § 53.153, the word “hogs” 
is changed to read “swine”, each time 
the quoted words appear in said para- 
graphs. 

1. Section 53.152 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 53.152 Application of standards for 
grades of slaughter barrows and 
gilts. 


(a) Grades of slaughter barrows and 
gilts are intended to be directly related 
to the grades of the carcasses they pro- 
duce. To accomplish this, the slaughter 
barrow and gilt grades are predicated on 
the same two general considerations that 
provide the basis for the grades of bar- 
row and gilt carcasses: (1) Quality of 
the lean, and (2) expected combined 
carcass yields of the four lean cuts (ham, 
loin, picnic shoulder, and Boston butt). 

(b) With respect to quality, two gen- 
eral levels are considered: One for bar- 
rows and gilts with characteristics which 
indicate that the carcass lean will have 
acceptable quality and acceptable belly 
thickness and one for barrows and gilts 
with characteristics which indicate that 
the carcass lean will have unacceptable 
quality and/or the belly will be of un- 
acceptable thickness. Since carcass in- 
dices of lean quality are not directly 
evident in barrows and gilts, some other 
factors in which differences can be noted 
must be used to evaluate quality. There- 
fore, the amount and distribution of ex- 
ternal finish, firmness of fat, and firm- 
ness of lean are used as quality-indicating 
factors. 

(c) Barrows and gilts with character- 
istics which indicate that the carcass 
lean will have an unacceptable level of 
quality and/or the belly will be of un- 
acceptable thickness are graded US. 
Utility. Also graded U.S. Utility—regard- 
less of their development of other 
quality-indicating characteristics—are 
slaughter barrows and gilts with indica- 
tions that their carcasses will be soft 
and oily. 

(d) Four grades—U‘S. No. 1, U.S. No. 
2, U.S. No. 3, and U.S. No. 4—are pro- 
vided for barrows and gilts with char- 
acteristics which indicate that the 
carcass lean will have an acceptable level 
of quality. These grades are based en- 
tirely on the expected combined carcass 
yields of the four lean cuts. 

(e) Average backfat thickness in rela- 
tion to carcass length or live weight is 
used as a guide to expected yields of the 
four lean cuts in these standards. In 
grading barrows and gilts, these factors 
normally are appraised visually; live 
weight is the only one that can be readily 
determined in the live animal. The aver- 
age backfat thickness appraisal includes 
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consideration of the distribution of fat 
on other parts of the animal in addition 
to those points on the back where it is 
measured on the carcass. 

(f) Barrows and gilts will produce 
carcasses that vary in yields of four lean 
cuts because of variations in their degree 
of fatness (expressed as average thick- 
ness of backfat), and in their degree of 
muscling (thickness of muscling in re- 
lation to skeletal size). Since many 
slaughter swine have a normal develop- 
ment of muscling for their degree of fat- 
ness, in determining their grade the 
average thickness of backfat and car- 
cass length or live weight are the only 
factors considered. These relationships 
are illustrated in Figure I for barrows 
and gilts weighing 170 to 350 pounds that 
will produce carcasses 27 to 36 inches 
long. For slaughter swine of other lengths 
or weights, average backfat thickness 
requirements for the various grades can 
be determined by an extension of the 
lines in this figure. The degree of mus- 
cling specified for each of the four grades 
decreases progressively from the USS. 
No. 1 grade through the U.S. No. 4 grade. 
This reflects the fact that among bar- 
rows and gilts of the same weight, the 
fatter animals normally have a lesser 
degree of muscling. For purposes of these 
standards six degrees of muscling are 
recognized: Very thick, thick, moderately 
thick, slightly thin, thin, and very thin. 
These degrees are intended to cover the 
entire range of muscling present among 
slaughter swine. The degrees specified 
as typical for barrows and gilts at the 
minimum of the U.S. No. 1, U.S. No. 2, 
U.S. No. 3, and U.S. No. 4 grades are, re- 
spectively: Thick, moderately thick, 
slightly thin, and thin. For animals hav- 
ing a development of muscling which is 
different from that normally associated 
with their degree of fatness, the average 
backfat thickness-carcass length or av- 
erage backfat thickness-live weight re- 
lationships for the various grades are 
different from those shown in Figure I. 
Consideration is given such unusual de- 
velopments of muscling as follows: In 
each grade, superior muscling is per- 
mitted to compensate for greater fatness 
at the rate of one full degree of superior 
muscling for a one-tenth inch increase in 
average backfat. Except for the U.S. No. 
1 grade, the reverse type of compensation 
is also permitted and at the same rate; 
one-tenth inch less fat compensates for a 
full degree of inferior muscling. In the 
U.S. No. 1 grade, this type of compensa- 
tion is limited to one full degree of in- 
ferior muscling; barrows and gilts which 
have less than moderately thick mus- 
cling but which otherwise qualify for the 
U.S. No. 1 grade are graded U.S. No. 2. 

(g) In no case, however, may varia- 
tions-from-normal muscling alter the 
final grade more than one full grade. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN AVERAGE THICKNESS OF BACKFAT, 
WEIGHT OR CARCASS LENGTH, AND GRADE FOR BARROWS AND 
GILTS WITH MUSCLING TYPICAL OF THEIR DEGREE OF FATNESS. 


Average Thickness 
Backfat (inches)? .. 


Live Weight (pounds) 


350 


32 


Carcass Length (inches) 


Jy An average of three measurements including the skin made opposite the first and last ribs and the last 
Jumbar vertebra. It also reflects adjustment, as appropriate, to compensate for variations - from - normal 


fat distribution. 


2/ Carcass length is measured from the anterior point of the aitch bone to the anterior edge of the first rib. 


Figure L 


(h) In evaluating barrows and gilts for 
fatness and muscling, variations in the 
degree of fatness have a greater effect 
on the yield of the lean cuts than do 
variations in muscling. The fatness and 
muscling evaluations can best be made 
simultaneously. This is accomplished by 
considering the development of the 
various parts based on an understanding 
of how the appearance of each part is 
affected by variations in muscling and 
fatness. While the muscling of most swine 
develops uniformly, fat is normally de- 
posited at a considerably faster rate on 
some parts than on others. Therefore, 
muscling can be appraised best by giv- 
ing primary consideration to the parts 
least affected by fatness, such as the 
ham. Differences in thickness and full- 
ness of the ham—with appropriate ad- 
justments for the effects of variations in 
fatness—are the best indicators of the 
overall degree of muscling in slaughter 
barrows and gilts. Conversely, the overall 
fatness of barrows and gilts can be deter- 
mined best by observing those parts on 
which fat is deposited at a faster-than- 
average rate. These include the edge of 
the loin, the rear flank, the shoulder, 
the jowls, and the belly. As swine increase 
in fatness, these parts appear progres- 
sively fuller, thicker, and more distended 
in relation to the thickness and fullness 
of the other parts, especially the thick- 
ness through the hams. In thinly 
muscled swine with a low degree of fat- 
ness, the width of the back usually will 
be greater than the width through the 
center of the hams. The back on either 
side of the backbone will appear sloping 
and flat. Conversely, in thickly muscled 
swine with a similar degree of fatness, 


the thickness through the hams will be 


greater than through the back and the 
back will appear full and well rounded. 
Very fat swine will be wider through the 
back than through the hams, but this 
difference will be greater in thinly 
muscled swine than in those that are 
thickly muscled. Such swine with thin 
muscling also will have a distinct break 
from the back into the sides, while those 
with thick muscling will be nearly flat on 
top but will have a less distinct break 
into the sides. As slaughter swine in- 
crease in fatness, they also become deeper 
bodied because of deposits of fat in the 
flanks and along the underline. The 
bulge of the flanks, best observed when 
the animal walks, and the thickness and 
fullness of the jowls are other indications 
of fatness. 

ii) Barrows and gilts qualifying for 
the U.S. No. 1, U.S. No. 2, U.S. No. 3, or 
U.S. No. 4 grades may vary with respect 
to the relative development of the in- 
dividual grade factors. In fact, some will 
qualify for a particular grade although 
they have some characteristics more 
nearly typical of another grade. Because 
it is impractical to describe the nearly 
infinite number of such recognizable 
combinations of characteristics, the 
standards for each grade describe only 
barrows and gilts whose expected carcass 
yield of the four lean cuts is at the lower 
limit of each grade and which have a 
development of muscling that is normal 
for such swine. 

(j) Other factors such as heredity and 
management also may affect the develop- 
ment of the grade-determining charac- 
teristics in slaughter swine. Although 
these factors do not lend themselves to 
description in the standards, the use of 
factual information of this nature is 
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justifiable in determining the grade of 
barrows and gilts. The ability to make 
proper allowances for the effects of 
genetic and management factors on the 
appearance of grade-determining char- 
acteristics must be developed through 
experience. 

2. Section 53.153 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 53.153 Specifications for official U.S. 
standards for grades of slaughter 
barrows and gilts. 


(a) U.S. No. 1. Barrows and gilts in 
this grade will produce carcasses with ac- 
ceptable lean quality and acceptable 
belly thickness and a high percentage of 
lean cuts. Swine near the borderline be- 
tween the U.S. No. 1 and U.S. No. 2 grades 
are thickly muscled in the hams, loins, 
and shoulders. The width through the 
hams is nearly equal to the width through 
the shoulders and both are wider than 
the back. The back is slightly full, is well 
rounded, and blends smoothly into the 
sides. The sides are moderately long and 
smooth. The rear flank is slightly full and 
its depth is less than the depth of the fore 
flank. The jowls are firm and slightly 
thick and full. A development of muscl- 
ing superior to that specified as minimum 
for the U.S. No. 1 grade may compensate 
for a development of fatness which is 
greater than that indicated in Figure I 
as maximum for the U.S. No. 1 grade at 
the rate of one full degree of muscling 
for one-tenth of an inch greater thick- 
ness of backfat. For example, a barrow 
or gilt with very thick muscling may have 
one-tenth of an inch more backfat than 
that indicated in Figure I as maximum 
for this grade and remain eligible for the 
U.S. No. 1 grade. The reverse type of 
compensation is also permitted at the 
same rate—except that in no case may 
a barrow or gilt be graded U.S. No. 1 with 
less than moderately thick muscling. 

(b) U.S. No, 2. Slaughter barrows and 
gilts in this grade will produce carcasses 
with acceptable lean quality, acceptable 
belly thickness, and a slightly high per- 
centage of lean cuts. Swine near the bor- 
derline between the U.S. No. 2 and U.S. 
No. 3 grades are moderately thickly 
muscled in the hams, loins, and shoul- 
ders. The width through the shoulders is 
slightly more than the width through the 
hams. The back is moderately full and is 
slightly rounded but with a slight break 
into the sides. The sides are slightly short 
and smooth. The rear flank is moderately 
full and its depth is slightly less than the 
depth of the fore flank. The jowls are 
moderately thick and full. A development 
of muscling superior to that specified as 
minimum for the U.S. No. 2 grade may 
compensate for a development of fatness 
which is greater than that indicated in 
Figure I as maximum for the US. No. 2 
grade at the rate of one full degree of 
muscling for one-tenth of an inch 
greater thickness of backfat. For ex- 
ample, a barrow or gilt with thick 
muscling may have one-tenth of an inch 
more backfat than that indicated in Fig- 
ure I as maximum for this grade and re- 
main eligible for the U.S. No. 2 grade. 
The reverse type of compensation is also 
permitted at the same rate. For example, 
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a barrow or gilt with slightly thin mus- 
cling may have one-tenth of an inch less 
backfat than that indicated in Figure I 
as maximum for this grade and remain 
eligible for the U.S. No. 2 grade. 

(c) U.S. No. 3. Slaughter barrows and 
gilts in this grade will produce carcasses 
with acceptable lean quality and accept- 
able belly thickness and a slightly low 
percentage of four lean cuts. Swine near 
the borderline between the U.S. No. 3 
and U.S. No. 4 grades are slightly thinly 
muscled in the hams, loins, and shoul- 
ders. The width through the shoulders 
is definitely greater than the width 
through the hams. The back is full and 
nearly flat with a pronounced break into 
the sides. The sides are short and smooth. 
The rear flank is full and its depth is 
equal to the depth of the fore flank. The 
jowls are thick and full. A development 
of muscling superior to that specified as 
minimum for the U.S. No. 3 grade may 
compensate for a development of fatness 
which is greater than that indicated in 
Figure I as maximum for the U.S. No. 3 
grade at the rate of one full degree of 
muscling for one-tenth of an inch 
greater thickness of backfat. For ex- 
ample, a barrow or gilt with moderately 
thick muscling may have one-tenth of 
an inch more backfat than that indicated 
in Figure I as maximum for this grade 
and remain eligible for the U.S. No. 3 
grade. The reverse type of compensation 
is also permitted at the same rate. For 
example, a barrow or gilt with thin mus- 
cling may have one-tenth of an inch less 
backfat than that indicated in Figure I 
as maximum for this grade and remain 
eligible for the U.S. No. 3 grade. 

(d) U.S. No. 4. Barrows and gilts in 
this grade will produce carcasses with 
acceptable lean quality and acceptable 
belly thickness. However, they are fatter 
and less muscular and will have a lower 
carcass yield of the four lean cuts than 
those in the U.S. No. 3 grade. 

(e) U.S. Utility. Barrows and gilts typ- 
ical of this grade will have a thin cover- 
ing of fat. The sides are wrinkled and 
the flanks are shallow and thin. Barrows 
and gilts in this grade will produce car- 
casses with unacceptable lean quality 
and/or unacceptable belly thickness. 


Effective date. The revised standards 
will afford criteria that will more ac- 
curately reflect the value of the swine 
graded under their provisions and should 
be made effective as soon as possible in 
order to be of maximum benefit to af- 
fected persons. Therefore, under the 
administrative procedure provisions in 5 
U.S.C. 553, it is found upon good cause 
that further public procedure with re- 
spect to the revision of the standards is 
impractical and unnecessary and the 
standards may be made effective less 
than 30 days after publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


The revised standards shall become 
effective July 1, 1968. 
Done at Washington, D.C., this 19th 
day of June 1968. 
G. R. GRANGE, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Services. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7443; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

[Lemon Reg. 326] 


PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 


Limitation of Handling 
§ 910.626 Lemon Regulation 326. 


(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar- 
keting agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 
910), regulating the handling of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona, effec- 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), and upon the basis of the recom- 
mendations and information submitted 
by the Lemon Administrative Committee, 
established under the said amended mar- 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such lemons, as hereinafter provided, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act by tending to establish and main- 
tain such orderly marketing conditions 
for such lemons as will provide, in the 
interest of producers and consumers, an 
orderly flow of the supply thereof to mar- 
ket throughout the normal marketing 
season to avoid unreasonable fluctuations 
in supplies and prices, and is not for the 
purpose of maintaining prices to farmers 
above the level which it is declared to be 
the policy of Congress to establish under 
the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the FepEraAL ReGIsTerR (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be- 
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail- 
able and the time when this section must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuffi- 
cient, and a reasonable time is permitted, 
under the circumstances, for prepara- 
tion for such effective time; and good 
cause exists for making the provisions 
hereof effective as hereinafter set forth. 
The committee held an open meeting 
during the current week, after giving due 
notice thereof, to consider supply and 
market conditions for lemons and the 
need for regulation; interested persons 
were afforded an opportunity to submit 
information and views at this meeting; 
the recommendation and supporting in- 
formation for regulation during the 
period specified herein were promptly 
submitted to the Department after such 
meeting was held, the provisions of this 
section, including its effective time, are 
identical with the aforesaid recommen- 
dation of the committee, and informa- 
tion concerning such provisions and 
effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such lemons; it is 
necessary, in order to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the act, to make this 
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section effective during the period herein 
specified; and compliance with this sec- 
tion will not require any special prepara- 
tion on the part of persons subject here- 
to which cannot be completed on or be- 
fore the effective date hereof. Such 
committee meeting was held on June 18, 
1968. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti- 
ties of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona which may be handled during 
the period June 23, 1968, through June 
29, 1968, are hereby fixed as follows: 

(i) District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(ii) District 2: 334,800 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
and “carton” have the same meaning as 
when used in the said amended market- 
ing agreement and order. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: June 20, 1968. 


Pau. A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7490; Filed, June 21, 
8:49 a.m.] 


1968; 





[Peach Reg. 6] 


PART 921—FRESH PEACHES GROWN 
IN DESIGNATED COUNTIES IN 
WASHINGTON 


Limitation of Shipments 


Findings. (1) Pursuant tothe market- 
ing agreement and Order No. 921 (7 CFR 
Part 921), regulating the handling of 
fresh peaches grown in designated coun- 
ties in Washington, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the recommendations of the Washing- 
ton Fresh Peach Marketing Committee, 
established under the aforesaid market- 
ing agreement and order, and upon other 
available information, it is hereby found 
that the limitation of shipments of fresh 
peaches, in the manner herein provided, 
will tend to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub- 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publica- 
tion thereof in the FEDERAL REGISTER (5 
U.S.C. 553) in that, as hereinafter set 
forth, the time intervening between the 
date when information upon which this 
regulation is based became available and 
the time when this regulation must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuffi- 
cient; a reasonable time is permitted, 
under the circumstances, for prepara- 
tion for such effective time; and good 
cause exists for making the provisions 
hereof effective not later than June 24, 
1968. A reasonable determination as to 
the supply of, and the demand for, 
peaches must await the development of 
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the crop and adequate information 
thereon was not available to the Wash- 
ington Fresh Peach Marketing Com- 
mittee until May 28, 1968; recommenda- 
tion as to the need for, and the extent of, 
regulation of shipments of such peaches 
was made at the meeting of said com- 
mittee on May 28, 1968, after considera- 
tion of all available information relative 
to the supply and demand conditions for 
such peaches, at which time the recom- 
mendation and supporting information 
were submitted to the Department; nec- 
essary supplemental data for considera- 
tion in connection with the specifications 
of the provisions were not available until 
June 12, 1968; shipments of the current 
crop of such peaches are expected to 
begin on or about the effective date 
hereof; and this regulatior should be 
applicable, insofar as practicable, to all 
shipments of such peaches in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act: 
and compliance with the provisions of 
this regulation will not require of han- 
dlers any preparation therefor which 
cannot be completed by the effective 
time hereof. 


§ 921.306 Peach Regulation 6. 


(a) Order: (1) Peach Regulation 5 
(32 F.R. 9082) is hereby terminated on 
June 24, 1968. 

(2) During the period June 24, 1968, 
through June 30, 1969, no handler shall 
handle any lot of peaches unless such 
peaches meet the following applicable 
requirements, or are handled in accord- 
ance with subparagraph (3) of this 
paragraph: 

(i) Minimum grade requirement. Such 
peaches shall grade at least Washington 
No. 1. 

(ii) Minimum size requirements. Such 
peaches shall measure at least 2% inches 
in diameter: Provided, That any lot of 
peaches shall be deemed to meet such 
minimum diameter requirement if (a) 
not more than 10 percent, by count, of 
the peaches in such lot are smaller than 
the applicable minimum diameter, or (b) 
such peaches are not smaller than a size 
that will pack 72 peaches in a standard 
peach box, 72 peaches in a cascade lug 
box, 72 peaches in a L.A. lug box, or 72 
peaches in fiberboard containers of a 
capacity not less than that of a standard 
peach box or greater than that of a L.A. 
lug box. 

(iii) Minimum maturity requirement. 
Such peaches shall be well matured: 
Provided, That any lot of peaches shall 
be deemed to meet such minimum 
maturity requirement if not more than 
25 percent, by count, of the peaches in 
such lot are mature. 

(iv) Uniform firmness requirement. 
Such peaches in individual containers 
shall have a reasonably uniform degree 
of firmness. 

(v) Pack requirements. (a) Such 
peaches in loose or jumble packs shall be 
in containers of a capacity equal to or 
greater than that of the western lugs 
(boxes with inside dimensions of 7 inches 
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by 1144 inches by 18 inches) and shall 
contain not less than 26 pounds net 
weight of peaches: Provided, That such 
containers of peaches having less than 
26 pounds net weight of peaches may 
be handled if such containers are well 
filled. (b) Such peaches which are placed 
in any container shall meet the standard 
pack requirements as set forth in the U.S. 
Standards for Peaches, effective June 15, 
1952 (§ 51.1210 et seq. of this title). 

(3) Notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of this section, any individual 
shipment of peaches which meets each 
of the following requirements may be 
handled without regard to the provisions 
of this paragraph, of § 921.41 (Assess- 
ments), and of § 921.55 (Inspection and 
certification) : 

(i) The shipment consists of peaches 
sold for home use and not for resale; 

(ii) The shipment does not, in the 
aggregate, exceed 500 pounds, net weight, 
of peaches; and 

(iii) Each container is stamped or 
marked with the handler’s name and 
address and with the words “not for 
resale” in letters at least one-half inch 
in height. 

(b) The terms “Washington No. 1” and 
“mature” shall have the same meaning 
as when used in the Washington State 
Department of Agriculture Standards for 
Peaches (1966) ; the term “well matured” 
shall mean peaches which will yield very 
slightly to moderate pressure at the 
suture or blossom end, have shoulders 
and sutures that are well filled out, and 
have skin and flesh colored sufficiently 
that it will show characteristic varietal 
color when ripe; the term “loose or 
jumble pack” shall mean that the 
peaches are not placed in the container 
in rows, cups, compartments, or other- 
wise are not placed in the container in 
symmetrical order; the term “standard 
peach box” shall mean a wooden con- 
tainer with inside dimensions of 4% to 
5 by 1144 by 16 inches; the term “cascade 
lug box” shall mean a wooden container 
with inside dimensions of 6 by 11% by 
18 inches; the term “L.A. lug box” shall 
mean a wooden container with inside 
dimensions of 534 by 13% by 16% inches, 
except that the one-layer L.A. lug shall 
have a depth of not less than 3% inches; 
the term “diameter” shall mean the 
greatest distance, measured through the 
center of the peach at right angles to 
a line running from the stem to the 
blossom end; and terms used in the- 
marketing agreement and order shall, 
when used herein, have the same mean- 
ing as is given to the respective term in 
the marketing agreement and order. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 
US.C. 601-674) 


Dated: June 20, 1968. 
Paut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7491; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING 


Chapter Vi—Farm Credit 
Administration 


SUBCHAPTER F—BANKS FOR COOPERATIVES 


PART 673—BANKS FOR COOPERA- 
TIVES CONSOLIDATED DEBENTURES 


Claims and Proof of Loss 
Correction 


In F.R. Doc. 68-7148 appearing at page 
8809 in the issue of Tuesday, June 18, 
1968, the ninth line of § 673.13 should 
read “statutes of the United States, now 


oe". 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transporta- 
tion 
[Docket No. 68-EA-61; Amdt, 39-614] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Hartzell Propellers 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is amending § 39.13 of Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
issue an Airworthiness Directive which 
will require inspection and maintenance 
and replacement where necessary of 
Hartzell type propellers installed on cer- 
tain Beechcraft airplanes. 

The 8433 blade is retained in the pro- 
peller hub by a circumferential groove 
at the base of the blade and a retention 
radius about three-quarter inch above 
the groove. The blade can crack through 
the groove and still be retained in the 
hub by the upper retention radius. If 
the blade cracks through the upper re- 
tention radius, however, loss of a com- 
plete blade can occur. Both types of 
cracks have been experienced on service 
propellers. There has been one case in 
which a PHC-A3VF-4/V8433-4R propel- 
ler on a Beech S-35 airplane lost a com- 
plete blade due to fatigue cracking 
through the upper retention radius. 
Other propellers have been discovered 
with cracks starting in both the groove 
and the radius. The inspection is re- 
quired to detect cracks in the blade 
shank. Blades which are not cracked will 
be shot peened to increase their en- 
durance strength and resistance to fa- 
tigue cracking. 

Since this condition is likely to exist 
or develop in other propellers of the same 
type, an airworthiness directive is being 
issued for an inspection, maintenance 
and replacement when necessary. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, 
it is found that notice and public pro- 
cedure herein are impracticable and good 
cause exists for making this amendment 
effective in less than 30 days. 
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In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the administrator, 14 CFR 11.85 
(31 F.R. 13697), $39.13 of Part 39 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended by adding the following new 
airworthiness directive. 

HARTZELL. Applies to the following type pro- 
pellers: PHC-A3VF-4/V8433-4R and 
PHC-—A3VF-4/V8433-2R propellers on 
Beechcraft S-35, V-35, V-35A, 35-C334A, 
and E-33A airplanes. 

To detect cracks and prevent possible 
blade shank failure accomplish the follow- 
ing: 

(a) Propellers with 400 hours or more time 
in service inspect in accordance with para- 
graph (c) within the next 25 hours time in 
service after the effective date of this AD. 
If no cracks are found, shot peen propeller 
blade shank area in accordance with Hartzell 
Bulletin No. 93 or FAA approved equivalent 
method. Shot peened blades are to be rein- 
spected in accordance with paragraph (c) 
every 400 hours time in service from the last 
inspection. 

(b) Propellers with less than 400 hours 
time in service, inspect in accordance with 
paragraph (c) within 425 hours total time 
in service. If no cracks are found, shot peen 
blade shank area in accordance with Hart- 
zell Bulletin No. 93 or FAA approved equiva- 
lent method. Shot peened blades are to be re- 
inspected in accordance with paragraph (c) 
every 400 hours time in service from the last 
inspection. 

(c) Remove propeller from aircraft and 
remove blades from hub. Inspect blade shank 
area for cracks by a penetrant method. Re- 
place any cracked blade before further flight 
with a new blade or blade which has been 
inspected and shot peened in accordance 
with this AD. 


This amendment is effective June 25, 
1968. 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on June 14, 
1968. 
WAYNE HENDERSHOT, 
Acting Director, Eastern Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7425; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 68—-EA-64; Amdt. 39-613] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Piper Aircraft 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is amending § 39.13 of Part 39 so as to 
publish an airworthiness directive which 
will require inspection and replacement 
where necessary of the electrical wiring 
and fuel crossfeed line for chafing at 
collocations and the wiring and fuel 
crossfeed line in the vicinity of the spar 
structure and the fuel control cable in 
the PA-31 airplane. 

There have been incidents of in-flight 
fires attributed to arcing from the elec- 
trical wires to the fuel crossfeed line 
where chafing of one by the other exists. 

Since this condition is likely to exist or 
develop in other airplanes of the same 
type an airworthiness directive is being 
issued requiring an inspection and re- 
placement when necessary of the wiring 
and fuel lines. 
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Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, 
it is found that notice and public pro- 
cedure herein are impracticable and 
good cause exists for making the amend- 
ment effective in less than 30 days. 


In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator, 14 CFR 11.89, 
31 F.R. 13697, § 39.13 of Part 13 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations is amended 
by adding the following new airworthi- 
ness directive: 


Piper. Applies to PA-31 and PA-31-300 type 
Aircraft. Serial numbers 31-2 through 
31-220 inclusive 31-222, 31-223, 31-225, 
31-228, 31-234, 31-237, 31-238, 31-240, 
31-242, and 31-243. 

To preclude in-flight fire attributed to arc- 
ing from electrical wires to the fuel crossfeed 
line behind the fuel control panel in the 
cockpit accomplish the following within the 
next five (5) hours time in service after the 
effective date of this airworthiness directive 
unless already accomplished. 

A. Remove fuel control panel cover assem- 


bly P/N 41448-00 and inspect all wiring for 


chafing or interference at the fuel crossfeed 
line, the spar structure and the fuel control 
cable. Also imspect for chafing of the fuel 
crossfeed line against the spar structure and 
the P/N 41448-00 cover. Replace all chafed 
wires and any fuel crossfeed line chafed or 
worn in excess of 10 percent (approximately 
.003 inch) of the wall thickness. 


B. Reroute wiring and secure fuel crossfeed 


line to assure adequate clearance in accord- 
ance with Piper Service Bulletin No. 278 (Kit 
No. 760216) or later FAA approved revision 
or in accordance with an FAA approved 
equivalent modification. (Piper Service Bul- 
letin No. 278 dated May 27, 1968 covers this 
subject). 


This amendment is effective June 25, 
1968, and was effective upon receipt for 
all recipients of the telegram dated May 
29, 1968, which contained this amend- 
ment. 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on June 14, 
1968. 
Wayne HENDERSHOT, 
Acting Director, Eastern Region. 


[F-R. Doc. 68-7426; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 8958; Amdt. 67-6] 


PART 67—MEDICAL STANDARDS 
AND CERTIFICATION 


Special Issue of Medical Certificates 
by Chief, Aeromedical Certification 
Branch, and Regional Flight 
Surgeons 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 67 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is to disclose for the guidance of 
the public the officials making the deter- 
minations required under § 67.19 for the 
issue of a medical certificate to an appli- 
cant who does not meet the applicable 
medical standards. 


Section 67.19 provides for the issue of a 
medical certificate of the appropriate 
class to an applicant who does not meet 
the medical standards of Part 67 (other 
than certain specified requirements). 
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Under the provisions of that section the 
Federal Air Surgeon determines whether 
special medical testing or evaluation 
should be conducted to issue a medical 
certificate with appropriate limitations 
to an applicant. This amendment shows 
that the Chief, Aeromedical Certifica- 
tion Branch, Civil Aeromedical Institute, 
and Regional Flight Surgeons will now 
have the same authority. 

Since this amendment is procedural in 
nature, notice and public procedure 
thereon are not required and it may be 
made effective in less than 30 days after 
publication. a 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
§ 67.19 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is amended, effective June 22, 1968, 
by inserting a new paragraph (e) to read 
as follows: 


§ 67.19 Special issue: operational limi- 
tations. 


* * 7 * . 


(e) The authority exercised by the 
Federal Air Surgeon under paragraphs 
(a), (b), and (c) of this section is also 
exercised by the Chief, Aeromedical Cer- 
tification Branch, Civil Aeromedical In- 
stitute, and each Regional Flight 
Surgeon. 


(Secs. 303(d), 313(a), 601, 602, Federal Avia- 
tion Act cf 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1344, 1354, 1421, 
1422) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 17, 
1968. 


WILLIAM F. McKEE, 
Administrator. 


[FP.R. Doc. 68-7420; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





[Airspace Docket No. 68—-SO-27] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Transition Area 


On May 7, 1968, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 6882), stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administration 
was considering an amendment to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
that would alter the Florence, S.C., 
transition area. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through the submission of com- 
ments. All comments received were 
favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., August 
22, 1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the Flor- 
ence, S.C., transition area is amended 
to read: 

PLORENCE, S.C. 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8-mile 
radius of Florence Municipal Airport (lat 
34°11°17’’ N., long. 79°43’28’" W.); within 2 
miles each side of the Florence VORTAC 
052° radial, extending from the 8-mile radius 
area to 8 miles northeast of the VORTAC; 
and that airspace extending upward from 
1,200 feet above the surface within 8 miles 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 122—-SATURDAY, JUNE 22, 1968 


No. 122——@ 





9254 


northwest of the Florence VORTAC 052° 
radial, extending from the 8-mile radius area 
to 12 miles northeast of the VORTAC; within 
5 miles each side of the Florence VORTAC 
068° radial, extending from the 8-mile radius 
area to 15 miles east of the VORTAC. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a) ) 


Issued in East Point, Ga., on June 14, 
1968. 
Gorpbon A. WILLIAMS, JYr., 
Acting Director, Southern Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7421; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-SW-37] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is to alter the Waco, Tex., control 
zone. 

The James Connally AFB TACAN is 
inoperative and will not be repaired due 
to the pending closure of that base, and 
it is therefore necessary to amend the 
Waco, Tex., control zone by revoking 
the controlled airspace which was based 
on the James Connally TACAN. 

Since this amendment lessens the bur- 
den on the public, notice and public pro- 
cedures hereon are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective immediately as 
hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2132) the Waco, 
Tex., control zone is amended by deleting 
“* = * and within 2 miles each side of 
the James Connally TACAN 352° radial 
extending from the TACAN to 7 miles 
north.” 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 49 
U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on June 14, 
1968. 
HENRY L. NEWMAN, 
Director, Southwest Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7422; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-SO-32] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone and 
Transition Area 


On May 10, 1968, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published’in the Frp- 
ERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 7043), stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion was considering amendments to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
that would alter the Winston-Salem, 
N.C., control zone and transition are2. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through the submission of com- 
ments. All comments received were fa- 
vorable. 
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In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., August 
22, 1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2058), the Win- 
ston-Salem, N.C., control zone is amend- 
ed to read: 


WINSTON-SALEM, N.C. 


Within a 5-mile radius of Smith Reynolds 
Airport (lat. 36°08'01.3’’ N., long. 80°13’22.1’" 
W.), effective from 0700 to 2300 hours, local 
time daily. 


In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the Win- 
ston-Salem, N.C., transition area is 
amended to read: 


WINSTON-SALEM, N.C. 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8-mile 
radius of Smith Reynolds Airport (lat. 36° 
08’01.3’’ N., long. 80°13’22.1’’ W.); ‘within 
2 miles each side of the Winston-Salem ILS 
localizer southeast course, extending from 
the 8-mile radius area to 8 miles southeast 
of the LOM, excluding the portion that coin- 
cides with the Greensboro transition area. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a) ) 
Issued in East Point, Ga., on June 14, 
1968. 
Gorpon A. WILLIAMS, Jr., 
Acting Director, Southern Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7423; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-SW-44] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone and 
Transition Area 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is to alter controlled airspace in 
the Austin, Tex., terminal area. 

The Bergstrom VOR will be decom- 
missioned on June 17, 1968; therefore, it 
is necessary to amend the Austin, Tex. 
(Bergstrom AFB), control zone and the 
Austin, Tex., transition area by revoking 
the controlled airspace which was based 
on the Bergstrom VOR. 

Since this amendment lessens the 
burden on the public, notice and public 
procedures hereon are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., 
June 17, 1968, as hereinafter set forth. 


(1) In § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2063), the 
Austin, Tex. (Bergstrom AFB), control 
zone is amended by deleting “* * * 
within 2 miles each side of the Bergstrom 
VOR 002° radial, extending from the 5- 
mile radius zone to 3.5 miles north of 
iw. * * * 

(2) In §71.181 (33 F.R. 2145), the 
Austin, Tex., transition area is amended 
by deleting “* * * within 2 miles each 
side of the Bergstrom VOR 002° and 182° 
radials, extending from the 7-mile 
radius area to 12 miles south of the 
oe ee 


(Sec. 307(a) Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


— in Fort Worth, Tex., on June 14, 
1968. 
Henry L. NEWMAN, 
Director, Southwest Region. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7424; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 


Chapter I—Federal Trade 
Commission 


[Docket No. C-1344] 


PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


Reign Teens, Ltd., and Eugene W. 
Goldstein 


Subpart—Misbranding or mislabel- 
ing: § 13.1185 Composition: 13.1185-80 
Textile Fiber Products Identification 
Act; 13.1185-90 Wool Products Label- 
ing Act; §13.1212 Formal regulatory 
and statutory requirements: 13.1212-80 
Textile Fiber Products Identification 
Act; 13.1212-90 Wool Products Labeling 
Act. Subpart—Neglecting, unfairly or 
deceptively, to make material disclosure: 
§ 13.1852 Formal regulatory and statu- 
tory requirements: 13.1852-70 Textile 
Fiber Products. Identification Act; 
13.1852-80 Wool Products Labeling Act. 
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, secs. 
2-5, 54 Stat. 1128-1130, 72 Stat. 1717; 15 
U.S.C. 45, 68, 70) [Cease and desist order, 
Reign Teens, Ltd., et al., New York, N.Y., 
Docket C-1344, June 3, 1968] 


In the Matter of Reign Teens, Ltd., a 
Corporation, and Eugene W. Gold- 
stein, Individually and as an Officer 
of Said Corporation 


Consent order requiring a New York 
City manufacturer of girls’ and ladies’ 
coats and raincoats to cease misbranding 
the fiber content of its wool and textile 
fiber products. 

The order to cease and desist, includ- 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondents Reign 
Teens, Ltd., a corporation, and its offi- 
cers, and Eugene W. Goldstein, individ- 
ually and as an officer of said corpora- 
tion, and respondents’ representatives, 
agents, and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, in 
connection with the manufacture for in- 
troduction into commerce, the introduc- 
tion into commerce, or the offering 
for sale, sale, transportation, distribu- 
tion, delivery for shipment or shipment, 
in commerce, of wool products, as “com- 
merce” and “wool product” are defined 
in the Wool Products Labeling Act of 
1939, do forthwith cease and desist from 
misbranding wool products by: 

1. Falsely and deceptively stamping, 
tagging, labeling, or otherwise identify- 
ing such products as to the character or 
amount of the constituent fibers con- 
tained therein. 
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2. Failing to securely affix to, or place 
on, each such product a stamp, tag, label, 
or other means of identification showing 
in a clear and conspicuous manner, each 
element of information required to be 
disclosed by section 4(a) (2) of the Wool 
Products Labeling Act of 1939. 

It is further ordered, That respondents 
Reign Teens, Ltd., a corporation, and its 
officers, and Eugene W. Goldstein, indi- 
vidually and as an officer of said corpo- 
ration, and respondents’ representatives, 
agents, and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
in connection with the introduction, de- 
livery for introduction, manufacture for 
introduction, sale, advertising, or offer- 
ing for sale, in commerce, or the trans- 
portation or causing to be transported in 
commerce, or the importation into the 
United States, of any textile fiber prod- 
uct; or in connection with the sale, of- 
fering for sale; advertising, delivery, 
transportation, or causing to be trans- 
ported, of any textile fiber product which 
has been advertised or offered for sale 
in commerce; or in connection with the 
sale, offering for sale, advertising, deliv- 
ery, transportation, or causing to be 
transported, after shipment in commerce, 
of any textile fiber product, whether in 
its original state or contained in other 
textile fiber products, as the terms “com- 
merce” and “textile fiber product” are 
defined in the Textile Fiber Products 
Identification Act, do forthwith cease and 
desist from misbranding textile fiber 
products by failing to affix a stamp, tag, 
label, or other means of identification 
to each such textile fiber product show- 
ing in a clear, legible, and conspicuous 
manner each element of information re- 
quired to be disclosed by section 4(b) of 
the Textile Fiber Products Identification 
Act. 

It is further ordered, That the respond- 
ent corporation shall forthwith distrib- 
ute a copy of this order to each of its 
operating divisions. 

It is further ordered, That the respond- 
ents herein shall, within sixty (60) days 
after service upon them of this order, 
file with the Commission a report in writ- 
ing setting forth in detail the manner 
and form in which they have complied 
with this order. 


Issued: June 3, 1968. 
By the Commission. 


[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7412; Filed, June 21, 1968; 


8:45 a.m.] 





[Docket No. C-1343] 


PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


Sterling Drug, Inc., and Thompson- 
Koch Co., Inc. 


Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis- 
leadingly: § 13.170 Qualities or proper- 
ties of product or service: 13.170-52 
Medicinal, therapeutic, healthful, etc. 
Subpart—Misrepresenting oneself and 
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goods—Goods: 
properties. 
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets 
or applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 
15 U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, Ster- 
ling Drug, Inc., et al., New York, N.Y., Docket 
C-1343, May 28, 1968] 


In the Matter of Sterling Drug, Inc., a 
Corporation, and Thompson-Koch 
Co., Inc., a Corporation 


Consent order requiring a drug dis- 
tributor and its advertising agency of 
New York City, to cease making mislead- 
ing therapeutic claims in advertising its 
“Tronized Yeast” tablets, “Super Ironized 
Yeast” liquid, and similar drug prepa- 
rations. 

The order to cease and desist, includ- 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondents Ster- 
ling Drug, Inc., a corporation, and 
Thompson-Koch Co., Inc., a corporation, 
and fheir officers, and respondents’ rep- 
resentatives, agents, and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device, in connection with the 
offering for sale, sale or distribution of 
the preparation designated Ironized 
Yeast the preparation designated Super 
Ironized Yeast, or any-other preparation 
of substantially similar composition or 


§ 13.1710 Qualities or 


possessing substantially similar proper-- 


ties, under whatever name or names sold, 
do forthwith cease and desist from 
directly or indirectly: 

(1) Disseminating, or causing to be 
disseminated by means of the U.S. mails 
or by any means in commerce as “com- 
merce” is defined in the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, any advertisement: 

(a) Which represents directly or by 
implication and without qualification 
that the preparation is an effective 
remedy. for weakness, frequent head- 
aches, tiredness, nervousness, loss of 
appetite, loss of energy, or restlessness: 

(b) Which represents directly or by 
implication that the preparation is a gen- 
erally effective remedy for weakness, fre- 
quent headaches, tiredness, nervousness, 
loss of appetite, loss of energy, or rest- 
lessness; 

(c) Which represents directly or by 
implication that the preparation is an 
effective remedy for weakness, frequent 
headaches, tiredness, nervousness, loss of 
appetite, loss of energy, or restlessness in 
more than a small minority of persons 
experiencing such symptoms; 

(d) Which represents directly or by 
implication that the use of such prepara- 
tion will be beneficial in the treatment 
or relief of weakness, frequent headaches, 
tiredness, nervousness, loss of appetite, 
loss of energy, or restlessness unless such 
advertisment expressly limits the claim 
of effectiveness of the preparation to 
those persons whose symptoms are due 
to an existing deficiency of one or more 
of the vitamins contained in the prepara- 
tion, or to an existing deficiency of iron 
or to iron deficiency anemia, and further, 
unless the advertisement also discloses 
clearly and conspicuously that: (1) In 
the great majority of persons who ex- 
perience such symptoms, these symptoms 
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are not caused by a deficiency of one or 
more of the vitamins contained in the 
preparation or by iron deficiency or iron 
deficiency anemia; and (2) for such 
persons the preparation will be of no 
benefit; 

(e) Which represents directly or by 
implication that weakness, frequent 
headaches, tiredness, loss of appetite, loss 
of energy, or restlessness are generally 
reliable indications of iron deficiency or 
iron deficiency anemia; 

(f) Which represents directly or by 
implication that the use of such prepa- 
ration will increase .the strength or en- 
ergy of any part of the body in any 
amount of time less than that in which 
the consumer may actually experience 
improvement; 

(g) Which represents directly or by 
implication that the use of such prepa- 
ration will promote convalescence from 
colds, influenza, or Asian flu or any 
other winter illness; 

(h) Which represents directly or by 
implication that the vitamins supplied in 
such preparation are of any benefit in 
the treatment or relief of an existing de- 
ficiency of iron or iron deficiency anemia; 

(i) Which represents directly or by 
implication that persons who are dieting 
have a special need for the nutrients 
supplied by such preparation. 

(2) Disseminating, or causing to be 
disseminated, by any means for the pur- 
pose of inducing, or which is likely to 
induce directly or indirectly, the pur- 
chase of such preparation, in commerce, 
as “commerce” is defined in the Federal 
Trade Commission Act, any advertise- 
ment which contains any of the repre- 
sentations prohibited in, or which fails 
to comply with the affirmative require- 
ments of, paragraph 1 hereof. 

It is further ordered, That the re- 
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60) 
days after service upon them of this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
in writing setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which they have 


complied with this order. 
Issued: May 28, 1968. 
By the Commission. 
[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7413; Filed, June 21, 1968; 


8:45 a.m.] 


Title 25—INDIANS 


Chapter |—Bureavu of Indian Affairs, 
Department of the Interior 
SUBCHAPTER T—OPERATION AND 

MAINTENANCE 
PART 221—OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE CHARGES 
Flathead Indian Irrigation Project, 
Mont. 
On page 7240 of the PeperaL REGISTER 
of May 16, 1968, there was published a 


notice of intention to amend §§ 221.24, 
221.26 and 221.28 of Title 25; Code of 


22, 1968 





Federal Regulations, dealing with the 
irrigable lands of the Flathead Indian 
Irrigation Project, Mont., that are sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the several irri- 
gation districts. The purpose of the 
amendments is to establish the lump sum 
assessment against the Flathead, Mis- 
sion, and Jocko Valley Districts within 
the Flathead Indian Irrigation Project 
for the 1969 season. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
within which to submit written com- 
ments, suggestions, or objections with 
respect to the proposed amendments. No 
comments, suggestions, or objections 
have been received, and the proposed 
amendments are hereby adopted without 
change as set forth below. 

Sections 221.24, 221.26 and 221.28 are 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 221.24 Charges. 


Pursuant to a contract executed by the 
Flathead Irrigation District, Flathead 
Indian Irrigation Project, Mont., on 
May 12, 1928, as supplemented and 
amended by later contracts dated Feb- 
ruary 27, 1929; March 28, 1934, Au- 
gust 26, 1936, and April 5, 1950, there is 
hereby fixed for the season of 1969 an 
assessment of $301,033.31 for the opera- 
tion and maintenance of the irrigation 
system which serves that portion of the 
project within the confines and under 
the jurisdiction of the Flathead Irriga- 
tion District. This assessment involves an 
area of approximately 81,475.06 acres, 
which does not include any land held in 
trust for Indians and covers all proper 
general charges and project overhead. 


§ 221.26 Charges. 


Pursuant to a contract executed by the 
Mission Irrigation District, Flathead In- 
dian Irrigation Project, Mont., on March 
7, 1931, approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior on April 21, 1931, as supple- 
mented and amended by later contracts 
dated June 2, 1934, June 6, 1936, and May 
16, 1951, there is hereby fixed, for the 
season of 1969 an assessment of $55,- 
112.50 for the operation and mainte- 
nance of the irrigation system which 
serves that portion of the project with- 
in the confines and under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Mission Irrigation District. 
This assessment involves an area of ap- 
proximately 14,913.89 acres, which does 
not include any land held in trust for 
Indians and covers all proper general 
charges and project overhead. 


§ 221.28 Charges. 


Pursuant to a contract executed by the 
Jocko Valley Irrigation District, Flathead 
Irrigation Project, Mont., on November 
13, 1934, approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior on February 26, 1935, as sup- 
plemented and amended by later con- 
tracts dated August 26, 1936, April 18, 
1950, and August 24, 1967, there is hereby 
fixed for the season of 1969 an assess- 
ment of $23,180.13 for the operation and 
maintenance of the irrigation systém 
which serves that portion of the project 
within the confines and under the juris- 
diction of the Jocko Valley Irrigation 
District. This assessment involves an 
area of approximately 6,842.05 acres, 
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which does not include any lands held in 
trust for Indians and covers all proper 
general charges and project overhead. 


Nep O. THOMPSON, 
Acting Area Director. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7415; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 283—JUDICIAL 
ADMINISTRATION 


Chapter Il—Subversive Activities 
Control Board 


PART 200—EMPLOYEE RESPONSI- 
BILITIES AND CONDUCT 


Outside Employment and Other 
Activity 


By virtue of Executive Order 11408 of 
April 25, 1968, the Civil Service Commis- 
sion amended its regulations regarding 
employee responsibility and conduct. The 
amended regulations deal with outside 
employment and other activity. Section 
735.203(c) of the Commission’s regula- 
tions was amended by adding new ma- 
terial while § 735.203(d) was revoked. 

To conform its own regulations to the 
Civil Service Commission’s amended reg- 
ulations the Board hereby amends its 
own regulations, 28 CFR 200.735-101, by 
adopting amended § 735.203(c) of the 
Civil Service Regulations and by deleting 
reference to the adoption of § 735.203(d) 
which has been revoked by the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission’s amended regulations. 

This amendment was approved by the 
Civil Service Commission on May 21, 
1968. 


Washington, D.C., June 18, 1968. 


JOHN W. MAHAN, 
Chairman. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7431; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 


Chapter V—Department of the Army 
SUBCHAPTER B—CLAIMS AND ACCOUNTS 


PART 536—CLAIMS AGAINST THE 
UNITED STATES 


Interment Allowances 


Paragraph (k) in § 536.53 is revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 536.53 Scope of mortuary benefits. 


(k) Maximum interment allowances 
authorized. Interment allowances are 
authorized by the Chief of Support Serv- 
ices as indicated below toward interment 
expense of deceased Army personnel 
cited in § 536.50 (a) and (f). An inter- 
ment allowance is not authorized for 
other deceased personnel covered in 
§§ 536.50-536.57. 

(1) Interment in a civilian cemetery. 
A maximum allowance of $500 is author- 
ized when interment is made in a private 


or civilian cemetery on and after Febru- 
ary 1, 1968. (For burials made in a pri- 
vate or civilian cemetery between July 1, 
1966, and January 31, 1968, a maximum 
allowance of $300 would be authorized. 
For burials made prior to July 1, 1966, 
maximum allowances in effect at the 
time of burial would be authorized.) 

(2) Interment in a Government ceme- 
tery. (i) A maximum allowance of $250 
is authorized when interment is made in 
a national or post cemetery on and after 
February 1, 1968, except as follows: 

(a) When at the request of next of kin 
or his authorized representative, remains 
are prepared, casketed, and shipped (de- 
livered) by military authorities con- 
signed to the superintendent of a na- 
tional (post) cemetery, and the facilities 


‘of the contract funeral director are not 


utilized by the next of kin for viewing 
the remains and/or conducting a funeral 
service, the maximum allowance author- 
ized is $75. 

(b) When at the request of next of kin 
or his authorized representative, remains 
are shipped by a port of entry mortuary 
consigned to the superintendent of a na- 
tional (post) cemetery, the maximum 
allowance is $75. 

(ii) For burials made in a post or na- 
tional cemetery between July 1, 1966, and 
January 31, 1968, a maximum allowance 
of $150 would be authorized except as in- 
dicated in subdivision (i) of this subpara- 
graph. For burials made prior to July 1, 
1966, maximum allowance in effect at 
the time of burial would be authorized. 
[C8, AR 638-40, Mar. 29, 1968] (Sec. 3012, 70A 
Stat. 112, 157, sec. 1, 54 Stat. 743; 10 U.S.C. 
1481-1488, 3012) 


For the Adjutant General. 


Donatp L. GEER, 
Colonel, AGC, Executive Officer. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7406; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE WATERS 


Chapter I—Coast Guard, Department 
of Transportation 


SUBCHAPTER J—BRIDGES 
[CGFR 68-72] 


PART 117—-DRAWBRIDGE OPERA- 
TION REGULATIONS 


Maumee River, Ohio 


1. The city of Toledo, Ohio, by letter 
dated May 10, 1968, requested the Com- 
mandant, U.S. Coast Guard to permit 
temporary closed periods to be imposed 
for the Craig Memorial Highway bridge 
across the Maumee River at mile 3.3 to 
handle the anticipated additional re- 
routed vehicular traffic during the rush 
hours while the Cherry Street bridge 
across the Maumee River at mile 4.4 is 
being repaired. These periods are from 
6:30 a.m. to 8 a.m. and 3:15 p.m. to 5:15 
p.m., Monday through Friday and would 
begin June 17, 1968. The present regu- 
lations under which the subject bridge 
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is operated (§ 117.1) require the draw to 
be opened for the passage of vessels at 
any time on signal. 

2. A public notice was issued May 16, 
1968, by the Commander, 9th Coast 
Guard District setting forth the pro- 
posed temporary revision of the oper- 
ation regulations and was made avail- 
able to all known interested parties. 
After consideration of the comments 
submitted in response thereto, this tem- 
porary revision is accepted. The purpose 
of this document is to prescribe special 
regulations for the operation of the Craig 
Memorial Highway Bridge across the 
Maumee River at mile 3.3 in 33 CFR 
117.706b. 

3. By virtue of the authority vested in 
me as Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard, 
by 14 U.S.C. 632 and 49 CFR 1.4(a) (3), 
the text of 33 CFR 117.706b shall read 
as follows and shall be effective upon 
publication of this document in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER: 


§ 117.706b Maumee 


10. 


Toledo, 


River, 


(a) Cherry Street bridge. This bridge 
will be maintained in an open position 
to navigation at all times beginning 
June 17, 1968, except when the operating 
machinery is being tested. 

(b) Craig Memorial Highway bridge. 
(1) The draw of this bridge need not be 
opened for the passage of vessels from 
6:30 a.m. to 8 a.m. and 3:15 p.m. to 5:15 
p.m., Monday through Friday effective 
June 17, 1968. 

(2) All other regulations pertaining to 
the Craig Memorial Highway bridge will 
remain in effect. 

W. J. Smits, 
Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Commandant. 

JUNE 14, 1968. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-7464; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Chapter Il—Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army 


PART 207—NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 


Maumee Bay Channel, Ohio; 
Correction 


The first sentence of § 207.550(a), con- 
tained in F.R. Doc. 68-6229, appearing 
at 33 F.R. 7723, May 25, 1968, is cor- 
rected to read as follows: 


§ 207.550 Maumee Bay Channel, Chio; 
use, administration and navigation. 
(a) Definition. The term Bay Channel 
as used in the regulations of this section 
means the straight channel in Maumee 
Bay from the mouth of Maumee River to 
the lakeward limit of the improved chan- 
nel connecting with the various sailing 
courses in Lake Erie. * * * 
* - a : 


For the Adjutant General. 


DonaLp L. GEER, 
Colonel, AGC, Executive Officer. 


[P.R. Doc. 68-7405; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 


Chapter Il—Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Department of the Interior 


APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 
[Public Land Order 4452] 
[Oregon 2492] 


OREGON 


Partial Revocation of Reclamation 
Project Withdrawal 


By virtue of the authority contained in 
section 3 of the act of June 17, 1902 (32 
Stat. 388; 43 U.S.C, 416), it is ordered as 
follows: 

1. The departmental order of Febru- 
ary 5, 1923, withdrawing lands for the 
Owyhee Project, is hereby revoked so far 
as it affects the following described 
lands: 

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 
T.22S.,R.45E., 
Sec. 9, lots 1 and 6, E4,NE\. 


The areas described aggregate 151.27 
acres in Malheur County. 

The lands are near Ontario, Oreg. 
Vegetative cover is sagebrush, cheat 
grass, native shrubs, and forbs. 

2. At 10 a.m. on July 24, 1968, the lands 
shall be open to operation of the public 
land laws generally, subject to valid 
existing rights, the provisions of existing 
withdrawals, and the requirements of ap- 
plicable law. All valid applications re- 
ceived at or prior to 10 a.m. on July 24, 
1968, shall be considered as simultane- 
ously filed at that time. Those received 
thereafter shall be considered in the 
order of filing. 

3. The lands will be open to location 
under the U.S. mining laws at 10 a.m. on 
July 24, 1968. They have been open to ap- 
plications and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws. 

The State of Oregon has waived the 
preference right of application granted 
to certain States by R.S. 2276, as amend- 
ed ‘(43 U.S.C. 852). 

Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Manager, Land Of- 
fice, Bureau of Land Management, Port- 
land, Oreg. 

Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


JUNE 18, 1968. 


{[F.R. Doc. 68-7432; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Public Land Order 4453] 
[Sacramento 658] 


CALIFORNIA 


Reservoir Site Restoration No. 46; 
Partial Revocation of Reservoir Site 
No. 17 


By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President by section 1 of the act of June 
25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847; 43 U.S.C.. 141), 
and pursuant to Executive Order No. 
10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 4831), it 
is ordered as follows: 
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1. The Executive order of June 8, 1926, 
which withdrew lands in California for 
reservoir site purposes, is hereby revoked 
so far as it affects the following described 
lands: 

Mount DIABLO MERIDIAN 


VALLEY SPRINGS RESERVOIR SITE, CALAVERAS RIVER 


T.3N.,R.11E., 
Sec. 7, lots 4 and 7. 
T.4N.,R.11F., 
Sec. 13, lots 1, 2,3, and S14 lot 6; 
Sec. 20, lots 5, 7, and 8; 
Sec. 21, lots 2 and 3, and W1,SW\. 


The areas cescribed aggregate approxi- 
mately 466.61 acres ifi Calaveras County. 
The topography of the lands slopes steep- 
ly toward Calaveras River. The lands lie 
between 2 and 5 miles southeast of Valley 
Springs. They support a stand of oak 
timber with annual grass. 

The lands described ir T. 3 N., R. 11 
E., lot 3 and M.S. 5956 in sec. 13, T. 4 
N., R. 11 E., are patented; lots 1 and 2, 
sec. 13, the E% lot 5, and E4 lot 8, sec. 
20 are withdrawn from all forms of ap- 
propriation by Public Land Order No. 
2260 dated Febuary 6, 1961. 

2. Until 10 a.m. on December 17, 1968, 
the State of California shall have a pref- 
erence right of application to select the 
unappropriated public lands as provided 
by R.S. 2276, as amended (43 U.S.C. 852). 


* After that time the lands shall be open 


to the operation of the public land laws 
generally, subject to valid existing rights, 
the provisions of existing withdrawals, 
and the requirements of applicable law. 
All valid applications received at or prior 
to 10 am. on December 17, 1968, shall 
be considered as simultaneously filed at 
that time, those received thereafter shall 
be considered in the order of filing. 

3. The vacant unreserved public land 
has been open to applications and offers 
under the mineral leasing laws, and to 
locations for metalliferous minerals. 
They will be open to location under the 
United States mining laws for nonmetal- 
liferous minerals at 10 a.m. on Decem- 
ber 17, 1968. 

Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Manager, Land Of- 
fice, Bureau of Land Management, Sac- 
ramento, Calif. 


Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
JUNE 18, 1968. 


[P.R. Doc. 68-7433; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Public Land Order 4454] 
[Sacramento 306] 


CALIFORNIA 


Partial Revocation of National Forest 
Withdrawals 


By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 
4831) , it is ordered as follows: 

1. The departmental order of Decem- 
ber 15, 1906, and Public Land Order No. 
1817 of March 12, 1959, so far as they 
withdraw the following described na- 
tional forest lands as a ranger station 


22, 1968 
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and for the Squaw Valley Olympic Site 
and Recreation Area as indicated, are 
hereby revoked: 


Mount DIABLO MERIDIAN 
TAHOE NATIONAL FOREST 
Departmental Order of December 15, 1906 


T.16N.,R.16E., 
Sec. 32, NWY44NW,. 


Public Land Order No. 1817 


T.15N.,R.15E., 
Sec. 2, lots 1, 2, 5, and 6. 
T.16N.,R.15E., 
Sec. 36, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, and N48. 
T.15N.,R. 16E., 
Sec. 6, lots 1 to 4, inclusive. 
T.16N.,R. 16E., 
Sec. 30, S14SE\4; 
Sec. 32, SYNWY, 
Swi. 


NY4,SW\%, and SW% 

The areas described aggregate approx- 
imately 900 acres in Placer County. 

2. At 10 am. on July 24, 1968, the 
lands shall be open to such forms of 
disposition as may by law be made of 
national forest lands. 


Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


JUNE 18, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7434; Filed, June 21, 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 39-—POSTAL SERVICE 


Chapter I—PF st Office Department 
PART 163—C.0.D. 
Delivery Fees 


The Post Office Department published 
a notice of proposed rule making in the 
daily issue of April 24, 1968 (33 F.R. 
6245), consisting of revisions of §§ 163.1 
and 163.4 of Title 39, Code of Federal 
Regulations. The proposed revision to 
§ 163.1 would have increased the fee for 
alteretion of charges or delivery of 
C.O.D. articles from 10 cents to 35 cents 
effective July 21, 1968, and the revision 
to § 163.4 would liave provided for a sec- 
ond delivery attempt at the office of ad- 
dress at no extra charge if the fee had 
been paid. Interested persons were given 
30 days in which te submit written com- 
ments concerning tne pronos:'s. As no 
comments were received the Department 
has concluded to adopt the proposals. 
Accordingly, §§ 163.1 and 163.4(b) will 
read as follows on July 21, 1968: 


§ 163.1 Fees (in addition to postage). 


Amount To BE COLLECTED OR INSURANCE 
COVERAGE DESIRED 


1968; 


Cc.0.D 

fees 
$0.01 to #19 -_< —mmmwem. . seen ev. vv 
SIO D1 $0 006 ........... -ncccccencnecccsas= - 70 
SEO DE 90 G0 nnn nee cc cesnewcnesne - 80 
Be Oe PR kiiieecccccmecinenscen 90 


$100.01 to $200___--_- 
Restricted delivery_-..._ 
Notice of nondelivery__........--.... 
Alteration of C.O.D. charges, or desig- 

nation of new address 





* 


= a . Fe ee gO ae 
x —— —_ - 
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§ 163.4 Special services. 
. = . * 7 


(b) Alteration of C.O.D. charges, or 
designation of new addressee. The sender 
of a C.O.D. package may alter the C.O.D. 
charges or direc’, delivery to a new ad- 
dressee by filing a request with the post- 
master at the office of mailing on Form 
3818, “Authorization to Cancel or Change 
Charges on 2 C.O.D. Article.” The post- 
master will send the directions to the 
Office of delivery by telegram if the sender 
pays the costs. 

* . . 7 o 

Notre: The corresponding Postal Manual 
sections are 163.1 and 163.42 respectively. 


(5 U.S.C. 301, 39 U.S.C. 501) 


TimotuHy J. May, 
General Counsel. 
JUNE 18, 1968. 
[P.R. Doc. 68-7467; Filed, June 21, 
8:49 a.m.] 


Title 49—TRANSPORTATION 


Subtitle A—Office of the Secretary of 
Transportation 
[OST Docket No. 1, Amdt. 1-16] 


PART 1—FUNCTIONS, POWERS, AND 
DUTIES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Delegation of Authority With Respect 
to Urban Mass Transportation 
Functions 


Reorganization Plan No. 2 of 1968 (33 
F.R. 6965) transferred certain functions 
relating to urban mass transportation to 
the Secretary of Transportation. Section 
2 of the Reorganization Plan authorizes 
the Secretary to delegate any of the func- 
tions transferred to him; section 3 estab- 
lishes the Urban Mass Transportation 
Administration with an Administrator; 
and section 4 authorizes the designation 
of an interim Administrator. 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
delegate the Secretary’s functions relat- 
ing to urban mass transportation to the 
Urban Mass Transportation Adminis- 
trator, including any interim Adminis- 
trator. The amendment also makes edi- 
tnrial chaness to Part 1 to reflect the 
Reorganization Fian. 

Since this amendment relates to De- 
partmental management, procedures, 
and practices, notice and public pro- 
cedure thereon is unnecessary anc it 
may be made effective in less than 30 
days after publication in the FrEneraL 
REGISTER. 

T= eonsiderstion of the foregenz, 
effective July 1, 1968, Part 1 of the Regu- 
lations of the Office of the Secretary of 
Transportation (49 CFR Part 1) is 
amended as follows: 

1. Section 1.2 is amended by adding 
the following new paragraph at the end 
thereof: 


1968; 
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§ 1.2 Preamble. 


7 * . * > 


(d) Reorganization Plan No. 2 of 1968 
(33 F.R. 6965) transferred to the Secre- 
tary certain functions of the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development and 
of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development relating to urban 
mass transportation. 


§1.3 [Amended] 


2. Section 1.3(a) is amended by add- 
ing the following new sentence at the 
end thereof: “The Urban Mass Trans- 
portation Administration was _ estab- 
lished within the Department by Re- 
organization Plan No. 2 of 1968 (33 F.R. 
6965) .” 

3. Section 1.3(b) is amended by in- 
serting the words “the Urban Mass 
Transportation Administration, im- 
mediately after the words “Federal 
Railroad Administration,”. 

4. Section 1.4 is amended by redesig- 
nating paragraphs (e), (f), and (g) as 
(f), (g), and (h), respectively, adding a 
new paragraph (e) after paragraph (d), 
and amending redesignated paragraph 
(g) to read as follows: 

§ 1.4 Delegation of functions, powers, 
and duties. 
> > * > . 

(e) The Urban Mass Transportation 
Administrator is authorized to exercise 
the functions vested in the Secretary by 
section 1 of Reorganization Plan No. 2 of 
1968 (33 F.R. 6965). 


. . . > * 

(g) The Commandant and the five Ad- 
ministrators, each with respect to his own 
organization, are authorized to exercise 
the authority granted to the Secretary 
as Executive head of a department, by 
any statute, Executive order, or 
regulation. 

* . > . > 


5. Section 1.27(h) is amended to read 

as follows: 
§ 1.27 Structure. 
> > . > . 

(h) Departmental components. The 
Department is composed of the US. 
Coast Guard, the Federal Aviati= 4° 
ministration, the Federal Higliway Ad- 
ministration, the Federal Railroad Ad- 
sinis' ration, the Urhan Mass Transror- 
tation Acministration, and the St. 
Lawrence Seaway Development Corpo- 
ration, the heads of which repost directly 
to the Secretary, and the National 

ransportation Safety Board. 
(Sec. 9, Department of Transportation Act 


\42 U.S.C. 1857), sec. 2, keurganization Plan 
Nc. 2 of 1968 (33 F.R. 6965) ) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 17, 
1968. 
Aan S. Boyp, 
Secretary of Transportation. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7465; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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Chapter X—lInterstate Commerce 
Commissior. 


SUBCHAPTER A—-GENERAi RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 


[S.O. 998, Amdt. 1} 
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE 


Peoria and Pekin Union Railway Co. 
Authorized To Operate Over Track- 
age of Chicago and North Western 
Railway Co. 


At a session of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, held in Washington, D.C., on the 
17th day of June 1968. 

Upon further consideration of Service 
Order No. 998 (33 F.R. 3282) and good 
cause appearing therefore: 

It is ordered, That § 1033.998 Service 
Order No. 998 (Peoria and Pekin Union 
Railway Co. authorized to operate over 
trackage of Chicago and North Western 
Railway Co.) be, and it is hereby 
amended by substituting the following 
paragraph (e) for paragraph (e) 
thereof: 

(e) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m., September 30, 1968, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective st 11:59 p.m., June 30, 
1968. 


Secs. 1, 12, 15, and 17(2), 24 Stat. 379, 383, 
384, as amended; 49 U.S.C. 1, 12, 15, and 
17(2). Interprets or epplies secs. 1(10-17), 
15(4) and 17(2), 40 Stat. 101, as amended 54 
Stat. 911; 49 U.S.C. 1(10-17), and 15(4), and 
17(2)) 


't is further ordered, That copies of 
this amendment shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, C: 
Service Division, as agent of the ' 
roads subscribing to the car servi 
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by depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission at Wash- 
ington, D.C., and by filing it with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 


By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board. 


[SEAL] H. Neri Garson, 


Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7457; Filed, Jume 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





SUBCHAPTER B—PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 
[Ex Parte No. 55] 


PART 1100—-GENERAL RULES OF 
PRACTICE 


Protesis and Requests for Hearing 


At a general session of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, held at its office 
in Washington, D.C., on the 7th day of 
June 1968. 

There being under consideration the 
Commission’s genera] rules of practice 
and for good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered, That paragraph ‘d) of 
§ 1100.247 of Chapter X of Title 49 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations be amen 
by adding a new subparagraph 
read as follows: 


§ 1100.247 Speciai rules 
tice of filing of app]. 
carriers of pro 
and brokers u 
cept 206(a 
cates of 
by wate 














; rning ne. 
ations by maior 
ty Or passengers 
section: 206 (ex- 
relatirx to Certifi- 
foistration’, 20% and 211, 
viers under sections 302 
1%. and 20%, and by freight 
ders ureler section 410 of the 
wate Commerce Act, and certain 
other procedural matters with respect 
thereto, (Rule 247) 
> . > > > 


‘a: Protests and requests for hear- 


7s 








































(8) A person (carrier) who does not 
file a protest as required by the regula- 
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tions in this part, or who otherwise fails 
to remain a proper party to an applica- 
tion proceeding filed under the regula- 
tions in this part (by withdrawal of a 
previously filed protest, by failure to file 
verified statements in opposition as re- 
quired by an appropriate order, by fail- 
ure to appear at a scheduled oral hear- 
ing, or by other means), and who is not 
granted leave to intervene pursuant to 
the provisions of paragraph (h) of this 
section, except for good cause shown, 
may not personally, or through a repre- 
sentative, appear as a witness for a party 
protestant, except as provided hereafter. 
Tiss provision shall not preclude the fil- 
ing of a proper joint protest on behalf 
of several opposing carriers, or the pres- 
entation of evidence of service by bona 
fide connecting carriers through a duly 
qualified protestant, as to the nature and 
extent of their joint services, or other 
probative evidence, wrovided the party 
protestant’s original protest contains a 
clear statement that its 
based, in part at le 
tation servic 
with cr 


o@ilspor- 
it jointly 











a vy 





airiers. 








* > = . 


it is further arderee, Tnat this amend- 
ment shaii become effective July 22, 1968. 

And it is further ordered, That notice 
of this order shall be given to the general 
public by depositing a copy hereof in the 
Office of the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C., and by filing a 
copy with the Director, Office of the Fed- 
eral Register. 


(Secs. 12, 17, 24 Stat. 383, as amended, 385, as 
amended; secs. 204, 205, 49 Stat. 546, as 
amended; secs. 304, 316; 54 Stat. 933, 946; 
secs. 403, 417, 56 Stat. 285, 297; 49 U.S.C. 12, 
17, 304, 904, 916, 1003, 1017) 


By the Commission. 





[SEAL] H. Nern Garson, 
Secretary. 
[P.R. Doc. 68-7458; Filed, June 21, 1968; 


8:48 a.m.] 






































Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Fish and Wildlife Service 
[50 CFR Part 10] 
MIGRATORY GAME BIRDS 


Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
Correction 


In F.R. Doc. 68-7188 appearing at page 
8820 in the issue of Tuesday, June 18, 
1968, the comma following the word 
“sail” in the third line of § 10.3(a) (3) 
should be deleted. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Consumer and Marketing Service 
[7 CFR Part 9171] 


FRESH PEARS, PLUMS, AND PEACHES 
GROWN IN CALIFORNIA 


Approval of Expenses and Fixing of 
Rates of Assessment for 1968-69 
Fiscal Period and Carryover of Un- 
expended Funds 


Consideration is being given to the fol- 
lowing proposals submitted by the Con- 
trol Committee, established under the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 917, as amended (7 CFR Part 
917), regulating the handling of fresh 
pears, plums, and peaches grown in the 
State of California, effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), 
as the agency to administer the provi- 
sions thereof: 

(a) That expenses that are reasonable 
and likely to be incurred during the fiscal 
period from March 1, 1968, through 
February 28, 1969, will amount to 
$297,533. 

(b) That the rates of assessment for 
such fiscal period payable by each han- 
dler in accordance with § 917.37 be fixed 
at: 

(1) One cent ($0.01) per standard 
western pear box of pears, or its equiva- 
lent in other containers or in bulk; 

(2) Three and _six-tenths cents 
($0.036) per standard four-basket crate 
of plums, or its equivalent in other con- 
tainers or in bulk; and 

(3) Eight mills ($0.008) per Cali- 
fornia peach box of peaches, or its equiv- 
alent in other containers or in bulk. 

(c) That unexpended assessment 
funds in excess of expenses incurred dur- 
ing the fiscal period ending February 29, 
1968, be carried over as a reserve in ac- 
cordance with § 917.38 of said marketing 
agreement and order. 

Terms used in the amended marketing 
agreement and this part shall, when 
used herein, have the same meaning as 


is given to the respective term in said 
amended marketing agreement and this 
part. 


All persons who desire to submit writ- 
ten data, views, or arguments in con- 
nection with the aforesaid proposals 
shall file the same, in quadruplicate, with 
the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Room 112, Administration 
Building, Washington, D.C. 20250, not 
later than the 10th day after the publi- 
cation of this notice in the FEDERAL 
ReEGIsTER. All written submissions made 
pursuant to this notice will be made 
available for public inspection at the of- 
fice of the Hearing Clerk, during regular 
business hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 


Dated: June 19, 1968. 


PauL A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Con- 
sumer and Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7446; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[7 CFR Part 1063 ] 
[Docket No. AO-105-A29] 


MILK IN QUAD CITIES-DUBUQUE 
MARKETING AREA 


Notice of Recommended Decision and 
Opportunity To File Written Excep- 
tions on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreement 
and to Order 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
given of the filing with the Hearing 
Clerk of this recommended decision with 
respect to proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and or- 
der regulating the handling of milk in 
the Quad Cities-Dubuque marketing 
area. Interested parties may file written 
exceptions to this decision with the Hear- 
ing Clerk, U.S. Department of Agricyl- 
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250, by the 
third day after publication of this deci- 
sion in the FeperaL RecIsTer. The excep- 
tions should be filed in quadruplicate. 
All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be made available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

Preliminary statement. The hearing on 
the record of which the proposed amend- 
ments, as hereinafter set forth, to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order as amended, were formulated, 
was conducted at Moline, Ill., on May 14, 
1968, pursuant to notice thereof which 
was issued May 6, 1968 (33 F.R. 6977). 
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The material issues on the record of 
the hearing relate to: 

1. Amending the “handler” definition 
to include a cooperative association on 
farm bulk tank milk delivered to pool 
plants of other handlers. 

2. Excluding from “producer” and 
“producer milk” definitions milk re- 
ceived at pool plants by diversion from 
other order plants. 

3. Revision of “classification” provi- 
sions to assign shrinkage between receiv- 
ing plants and processing plants. 

Findings and conclusions. The follow- 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma- 
terial issues are based on evidence pre- 
sented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. Handler. No change should be made 
in the handler definition on the basis of 
this hearing record. 

A proposal contained in the notice 
of hearing would make a cooperative as- 
sociation the handler on bulk tank milk 
it received at producer farms and de- 
livered to pool plants of other handlers 
in a tank truck owned and operated by, 
or under contract to, such cooperative 
association. No evidence was presented 
concerning this proposal. Consequently, 
there is no basis upon which this pro- 
posal may be evaluated. Thus, the pro- 
posal should not be adopted at this time. 

2. Producer and producer milk. The 
producer and producer milk definitions 
should be revised to exclude milk re- 
ceived at pool plants by diversion from 
other order plants which is assigned by 
agreement to Class II milk. To the ex- 
tent such diverted milk is either received 
without an agreed Class II classification 
or loses its producer milk status under 
the other order, it would be qualified as 
producer milk under the Quad Cities- 
Dubuque order. 

Presently, the Quad Cities-Dubuque 
order provides that all Grade A milk 
received directly at a pool plant from a 
dairy farmer is producer milk. The order 
now contains no provision which exempts 
from the producer milk definition milk 
that is moved directly from the farm of 
a producer under another order to a pool 
plant under this order. Under the pres- 
ent provisions milk acquired for manu- 
facturing lowers the blend price to local 
producers, although it is not primarily 
associated with this market. 

Producers and a handler who operates 
a distributing plant at Rock Island, Il., 
proposed that receipts of diverted milk 
from other order markets with an agreed 
Class II classification should not be pro- 
ducer milk under the Quad Cities- 
Dubuque order. There was no opposition 
to this proposal. 

The distributing plant located in Rock 
Island also manufactures large quanti- 
ties of cottage cheese, some of which is 
shipped to other order plants for dis- 
tribution on routes. Significant volumes 
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of milk for the manufacture of this cot- 
tage cheese are received from other order 
markets. This milk is received either by 
transfer from other order plants or by 
diversion (i.e., moving the milk directly 
from the farm of the producer under the 
other order to the pool plant under this 
order). 

The plant transfers are on an agveed 
Class II classification and the Quad 
Cities-Dubuque order presently permits 
the assignment of these transfers directly 
to Class II milk. However, because the 
order presently does not recognize diver- 
sions from the other orders the dairy 
farmers whose milk is diverted become 
producers under the Quad Cities-Du- 
buque order for at least that quantity of 
milk. 

As set forth above, both the interplant 
transfers and the diverted milk are re- 
ceived exclusively for manufacture into 
cottage cheese. Since tranfers are pres- 
ently permitted to be received on an 
agreed Class II classification and diver- 
sion is simply a more efficient way of 
transferring such milk, it is appropriate 
that the order should exclude from pro- 
ducer milk diverted milk received from 
other order plants on the same basis. 

Federal milk orders should encourage 
the use of the most efficient methods in 
handling milk. The proposed amendment 
will facilitate the handling of reserve 
supplies in the diverting market by allow- 
ing the continued pooling of the milk in 
that market. Likewise, Quad Cities-Du- 
buque handlers should be permitted to 
divert milk to other order plants, but only 
on an agreed Class II classification. 

3. Assignment of shrinkage. The 2 per- 
cent maximum Class II shrinkage allow- 
ance on producer milk, other order milk, 
and bulk milk from unregulated supply 
plants should be apportioned between the 
plant of first receipt and the plant where 
such milk is processed. The maximum 
shrinkage allowance in Class II at each 
plant under most conditions should be 2 
percent of milk from producers plus 1.5 
percent of milk received in bulk tank lots 
from other plants, less 1.5 percent of milk 
transferred in bulk tank lots to other 
plants. 

The order now permits handlers to 
classify as Class II shrinkage up to 2 per- 
cent of producer milk (except that di- 
verted to a nonpool plant), and bulk fluid 
milk products from other order plants 
and unregulated supply plants (except 
the quantity on which a Class I utiliza- 
tion is requested). On producer milk, the 
full 2 percent shrinkage in Class II is 
allowed at the pool plant of first receipt. 
In situations where this milk is trans- 
ferred to another pool plant, no shrink- 
age in Class II is allowed at the second 
pool plant where the milk is actually 
processed and packaged. 

Producers and a handler who operates 
a distributing plant in Rock Island, Il., 
proposed that the maximum Class II 
shrinkage allowance on producer milk be 
divided to permit the plant of first receipt 
0.5 percent shrinkage in Class IT and the 
plant where the milk is processed and 
packaged !.5 percent shrinkage in Class 
Il. There was no testimony in opposition 
to this proposal. 
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Proponent cooperative operates a pool 
supply plant at Dubuque, Iowa. Milk is 
received at the supply plant from dairy- 
farmers and moved into a storage tank. 
It is then loaded into over-the-road 
tankers and delivered to proprietary han- 
dlers’ plants. Presently, the supply plant 
receives the full 2 percent Class IT shrink- 
age allowance while the processing plants 
receive no shrinkage credit. Proponent 
claimed that its supply plant would be 
able to operate within the 0.5 percent 
Class II shrinkage and that processing 
and packaging plants receiving milk 
from the supply plant should have no 
more than 1.5 percent shrinkage. 

The provision of 2 percent shrinkage 
allowance for the entire receiving and 
processing operation is considered rea- 
sonable under normal circumstances. 
The division of the total allowance into 
1.5 percent for processing and one-half 
of 1 percent for receiving is in accordance 
with experience and is used in other Fed- 
eral orders. It is recognized that the 
greater share of the shrinkage occurs in 
the processing operation. 

To provide equitable application of 
shrinkage provisions to all handlers, the 
rate of 1.5 percent shrinkage allowance 
should apply to all milk receipts in bulk 
tank lots, whether from other pool 
plants, unregulated plants or other order 
plants. The only exceptions to this would 
be in the case of receipts of other source 
milk for which Class I utilization is re- 
quested. In the latter case, since the en- 
tire receipt is for Class II use, there is 
no need to establish a limit of shrinkage 
that may be classified as Class II. 


In computing a handler’s total shrink- 
age allowance, 1.5 percent of milk dis- 
posed of in bulk tank lots to plants of 
other handlers by transfer should be 
deducted. The transferee plant would be 
allowed, as stated previously, 1.5 percent 
on the milk so transferred. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con- 
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were consid- 
ered in making the findings and conclu- 
sions set forth above. To the extent that 
the suggested findings and conclusions 
filed by interested parties are inconsist- 
ent with the findings and conclusions set 
forth herein, the requests to make such 
findings or reach such conclusions are 
denied for the reasons previously stated 
in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and de- 
terminations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
the aforesaid order and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and determina- 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de- 
terminations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 5 

(a) The tentative marketing agree- 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
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conditions thereof, will tend to effectu- 
ate the declared policy of the Act; 


(b) The parity prices of milk as deter- 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market- 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in- 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, ahd be in the public 
interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree- 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the handling 
of milk"in the same manner as, and will 
be applicable only to persons in the re- 
spective classes of industrial and com- 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Recommended marketing agreement 
and order amending the order. The fol- 
lowing order amending the order as 
amended regulating the handling of milk 
in the Quad Cities-Dubuque marketing 
area is recommended as the detailed and 
appropriate means by which the fore- 
going conclusions may be carried out. 
The recommended marketing agreement 
is not included in this decision because 
the regulatory provisions thereof would 
be the same as those contained in the 
order, as hereby proposed to be 
amended: 

1. Section 1063.7 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1063.7 Producer. 


“Producer” means any person, other 
than a producer-handler as defined in 
any order (including this part) issued 
pursuant to the Act, who produces milk 
in compliance with the Grade A inspec- 
tion requirements of a duly constituted 
health authority and whose. milk is re- 
ceived as producer milk at a pool plant 
or diverted pursuant to § 1063.14 from 
a pool plant to a nonpool plant. 


2. Section 1063.14 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1063.14 Producer milk. 


“Producer milk” means the skim milk 
and butterfat contained in Grade A milk 
received at a pool plant directly from a 
dairy farmer, except that milk received 
by diversion from other order plants 
which is assigned pursuant to § 1063.46 
(a) (4) ii) and the corresponding step of 
§ 1063.46(b). Milk normally received 
from a dairy farmer at a pool plant 
which is diverted from such pool plant by 
the operator of the plant or a cooperative 
association handler pursuant to § 1063.12 
(c) to a nonpool plant that is not an 
other order plant, or to a nonpool plant 
that is an other order plant if diverted 
as Class II milk, shall also be producer 
milk and shall be deemed to have been 
received by the diverting handler at the 
plant from which diverted: Provided, 
That in any of the months of July 
through January milk diverted from the 
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farm of a producer on more than the 
number of days that milk was delivered 
to a pool plant from such farm during 
the month shall not be deemed to have 
been received by the diverting handler. 


3. In § 1063.41(b) subparagraphs (6) 
and (7) are revised to read as follows: 


§ 1063.41 Classes of utilization. 


* 7 > * > 


(b) * ss 

(6) In shrinkage assigned pursuant to 
§ 1063.42(b) (1) of the skim milk and 
butterfat, respectively, but not in excess 
of: 

(i) 2 percent of producer milk (except 
producer milk diverted to a nonpool 
plant pursuant to § 1063.14) ; plus 

(ii) 1.5 percent of milk received in 
bulk tank lots from other pool pants; 
plus 

(iii) 1.5 percent of milk received in 
bulk tank lots from an other order plant, 
exclusive of the quantity for which Class 
II utilization was requested by the oper- 
ators of both plants; plus 

(iv) 1.5 percent of milk received in 
bulk tank lots from an unregulated 
supply plant exclusive of the quantity for 
which Class I utilization was requested 
by the handler; less 

(v) 1.5 percent of milk transferred in 
bulk tank lots to other plants; and 

(7) In shrinkage of skim milk and 
butterfat, respectively, assigned pursuant 
to § 1063.42(b) (2). 


4. Section 1063.42 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1063.42 Shrinkage. 


The market administrator shall al- 
locate shrinkage at each pool plant as 
follows: 

(a) Compute the total shrinkage of 
skim milk and butterfat respectively, at 
each pool plant; and 

(b) Prorate the resulting amounts be- 
tween the receipts of skim milk and 
butterfat respectively at such plant con- 
tained in: 

(1) Net receipts specified in § 1063.41 
(b) (6) ; and 

(2) Receipts of other source milk in 
bulk fluid milk products exclusive of that 
specified in § 1063.41 (b) (6) 


5. Section 1063.46(a) (4) (ii) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 1063.46 Allocation of skim milk and 
butterfat classified. 


. a s oz * 


(a) * * * 
(4) * * * 


(ii) Receipts of fluid milk products in 
bulk, including diversions, from an other 
order plant in excess of similar transfers 
to such plant, if Class II utilization was 
requested by the operator of such plant 
and the handler; 


7” > * * oo 


Signed at Washington, D.C. on June 18, 
1968. - 
JOHN C. BLuMm, 

Deputy Administrator, 
Regulatory Programs. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7437; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:47 am.) 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Office of the Secretary 
[29 CFR Part 60] 


IMMIGRATION; AVAILABILITY OF, 
AND ADVERSE EFFECT UPON, 
AMERICAN WORKERS 


General Policies; Matters To Be 
Considered 

Pursuant to section 212(a) (14) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952, 
as amended by Public Law 89-236 (8 
U.S.C. 1182), I hereby propose to amend 
29 CFR 60.6 as set forth below. 

Any person interested in this proposal 
may file a written statement of date, 
views, or argument regarding it with the 
Secretary of Labor, U.S. Department of 
Labor, Washington, D.C. 20210, within 
10 days after this notice is published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

Section 60.6 would be amended by the 
addition of a new paragraph (j) to read 
as follows: 

§ 60.6 Matters to be considered. 
* ~ a 7 a 

(j) That such employment is not with 
an employer who has within 3 years prior 
to the offer knowingly employed an alien 
who was in the United States at the 
time without a visa authorizing such 
employment. 

(79 Stat. 911; 8 U.S.C. 1182) 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 14th 
day of June 1968. 

WILLARD WIRTz, 
Secretary of Labor. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7418; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Office of the Secretary 


[ 49 CFR Part 239] 
[OST Docket No. 8] 


STANDARD TIME ZONE BOUNDARY 
IN STATE OF KANSAS 


Withdrawal of Proposed Rule Making 


The Department of Transportation 
proposed in Notice No. 4 (32 F.R. 11479) 
Published in the FeperaAt REGISTER on 
August 9, 1967, that the entire State of 
Kansas be included within the central 


Standard time zone. The proposal was 
made pursuant to a resolution of the 
Kansas Legislature to that effect. The 
notice stated that consideration would 
be given to all comments received on or 
before October 20, 1967. 

On December 12, 1967, on its own mo- 
tion, the Department granted an exten- 
sion period in which additional com- 
ments were solicited and made part of 
the record on the matter of the proposed 
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time zone boundary relocation in Kansas. 
This action was based on the belief that 
an extension would best serve the inter- 
ests of the citizens of Kansas by provid- 
ing a more comprehensive record than 
that compiled under the original request. 

Response during the extended period 
for comment was extremely limited, as 
it was during the original comment pe- 
riod. An approximate total of 2,025 per- 
sons commented during both the original 
and extended period for comments. Most 
of these came from residents of the 
northwestern sector of the State, which 
lies within the current mountain time 
zone, but under the proposal being con- 
sidered would be located within the cen- 
tral time zone. The population of the 
affected area is approximately fifty-five 
to sixty thousand. Less than 4 percent 
of the people affected responded to the 
proposal. Of the 4 percent responding, 
approximately 75 percent favored re- 
maining in the mountain time zone. 

The business community in the north- 
western sector of the State produced 35 
letters regarding the time zone boundary 
question. Of those 35, 22 preferred moun- 
tain time and 13 favored central time for 
their sector of Kansas. 

The fact that so little response was 
forthcoming on the issue of the proposed 
time zone boundary modification, com- 
bined with the fact that the majority of 
the response received clearly opposed 
the proposed change, leads to the con- 
clusion that no substantial basis has been 
established to justify a change in the 
present time zone boundary line as it 
now exist in Kansas. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Department of Transportation has deter- 
mined that the line now described in 
Title 49, § 239.5(d) (formerly § 139.5(d) ) 
of the Code of Federal Regulations shall 
continue to be the official time zone 
boundary line between the central 
standard time zone and the mountain 
standard time zone in the State of 
Kansas. The notice of proposed rule mak- 
ing published in the FrepEerAL REGISTER 
on August 9, 1967 (32 F.R. 11479), is here- 
by withdrawn. 

This action in no way concerns ad- 

herence to or exemption from advanced 
(daylight saving) time during the sum- 
mer months. The Uniform Time Act re- 
quires observance of advanced time 
within the established time zones from 
the last Sunday in April to the last 
Sunday in October of each year but 
permits an individual state to exempt 
itself, by law, from observing advanced 
time within the state. 
(Act of Mar. 19, 1918, ch. 24, as amended 
by the Uniform Time Act of 1966 (15 U.S.C. 
260-267); sec. 6(e) (5), Department of Trans- 
= Act of 1966 (80 Stat. 939, 49 U.S.C. 
1 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 
17, 1968. 
Aan 8. Boyp, 
Secretary of Transportation. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7466; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
[Serial No. N—1291] 


NEVADA 
Notice of Public Sale 


JUNE 17, 1968. 


Under the provisions of the Public 
Land Sale Act of September 19, 1964 
(78 Stat. 988, 43 U.S.C. 1421-1427), 43 
CFR Subpart 2243, a tract of land will 
be offered for sale to the highest bidder 
at a sale to be held at 1:30 p.m., local 
time, on Tuesday, July 30, 1968, at the 
Nevada Land Office, Room 3104 Federal 
Building, 300 Booth Street, Reno, Nev. 
89502. The land is described as follows: 


Mount DIABLo MERIDIAN, NEVADA 


T.8N.,R.30E., 
Sec. 32, NW\44NE\4. 


The area described contains 40 acres. 
The appraised value of the tract is $3,200 
and the publication costs to be assessed 
are $10. 

The land will be sold subject to all valid 
existing rights and rights-of-way of 
record, and to a reservation to the United 
States for rights-of-way for ditches and 
canals under the Act of August 30, 1890 
(26 Stat. 391; 43 U.S.C. 945). All min- 
erals will be reserved to the United 
States, and withdrawn from appropria- 
tion under the public land laws, includ- 
ing the general mining laws. 

Bids may be made by the principal or 
his agent, either at the sale, or by mail. 
An agent must be prepared to establish 
the eligibility of his principal. 

Bids must be for all the land in the 
parcel. A bid for less than the appraised 
value of the land is unacceptable. Bids 
sent by mail will be considered only if 
received at the Nevada Land Office, Bu- 
reau of Land Management, Room 3008 
Federal Building, 300 Booth Street, Reno, 
Nev. 89502, prior to 1:30 p.m., on Tuesday, 
July 30, 1968. Bids made prior to the pub- 
lic auction must be in sealed envelopes 
and accompanied by certified checks, 
postal money orders, bank drafts, or 
cashier’s checks, payable to the Bureau 
of Land Management, for the full amount 
of the bid plus publication costs. The 
envelopes must be marked in the lower 
lefthand corner “Public Sale Bid, sale of 
July 30, 1968”. 

The authorized officer shall publicly 
declare the highest qualifying sealed bid 
received. Oral bids shall then be invited 
in specified increments. After oral bids, 
if any, are received, the authorized officer 
shall declare the high bid. A successful 
oral bidder must submit a guaranteed 
remittance, in full payment for the tract 
and cost of publication, before 3:30 p.m, 
of the day of the sale. 

If no bids are received for the sale 
tract on Tuesday, July 30, 1968, the tract 


Notices 


will be reoffered on the first Tuesday of 
subsequent months at 1:30 p.m., begin- 
ning August 6, 1968. 

Any adverse claimants to the above- 
described lands should file their claims, 
or objections, with the undersigned be- 
fore the time designated for sale. 

The land described in this notice has 
been segregated from all forms of ap- 
propriation, including locations under 
the general mining laws, except for sale 
under this Act, from the date of notation 
of the proposed classification decision. 
Inquiries concerning this sale should be 
addressed to the Land Office Manager, 
Bureau of Land Management, Room 3008 
Federal Building, 300 Booth Street, Reno, 
Nev. 89502. 

Ro.ia E. CHANDLER, 
Manager, Nevada Land Office. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7414; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





National Park Service 
[Order No. 5] 


CHIEF, OFFICE OF COOPERATIVE AC- 
TIVITIES, PORTLAND FIELD OFFICE 


Delegation of Authority Regarding 
Execution of Contracts for Supplies, 
Equipment, or Services 


SEcTION 1. Chief, Office of Cooperative 
Activities, Portland Field Office. The 
Chief may execute, approve, and ad- 
minister contracts not in excess of $2,000 
for supplies, equipment, or services, in 
conformity with applicable regulations 
and statutory authority and subject to 
the availability of appropriations. 
(National Park Service Order No. 34 (31 F.R. 
4255), as amended; 39 Stat. 535, 16 U.S.C., 
sec. 2; Western Region Order No. 4 (31 F.R. 
5577) ) 


Dated: June 6, 1968. 


RAYMOND O. MULVANY, 
Acting Regional Director, 
Western Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7416; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





SHENANDOAH NATIONAL PARK, VA. 


Notice of Intention To Issue 
Concession Permit 


Pursuant to the provisions of section 5 
of the Act of October 9, 1965 (79 Stat. 
969; 16 U.S.C. 20), public notice is hereby 
given that thirty (30) days after the date 
of publication of this notice, the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, through the Super- 
intendent, Shenandoah National Park, 
proposes to issue a concession permit to 
Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., authorizing 
it to provide bus services for the public 
at Shenandoah National Park, for a 
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period of approximately 4 months, from 
June 22, 1968, through October 27, 1968. 

The foregoing concessioner has per- 
formed its obligations under a previous 
permit to the satisfaction of the National 
Park Service, and therefore, pursuant to 
the Act cited above, is entitled to be 
given preference in the issuance of a new 
permit. However, under the Act cited 
above, the Secretary is also required to 
consider and evaluate all proposals re- 
ceived as a result of this notice. Any pro- 
posal to be considered and evaluated 
must be submitted within thirty (30) 
days after the date of publication of this 
notice. 

Interested parties should contact the 
Superintendent, Shenandoah National 
Park, Luray, Va. 22835, for information 
as to the requirements of the proposed 
permit. 


Dated: May 15, 1968. 


R. TAYLOR HOSKINS, 
Superintendent, 
Shenandoah National Park. 


1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


Bureau of Customs 
[T.D. 68-162] 


CUSTOMS AUTOMATED 
ACCOUNTING SYSTEM 


Notice of Effective Date of Implement- 
ing Regulations; Regions V, VI 


In accordance with Treasury decisior 
67-155, dated June 28, 1967, published 
in the Feperat Recister dated July 11, 
1967 (32 F.R. 10260), notice is hereby 
given that July 1, 1968, is the effective 
date of the regulations implementing the 
automated accounting system in the 
following regions: 


Region No. Headquarters 
Withaausadisaiics New Orleans, La. 
Wieditianirdiaaions Houston, Tex. 


New Orleans, La. 
Houston, Tex. 
Importers or their agents filing duti- 
able formal entries on and after July 1, 
1968, in either of these regions must have 
on. file or file with the entry a customs 
Form 5106, Notification of or Application 
for Importer’s Number, required by § 24.5, 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 24.5), and 
must submit with each dutiable formal 
entry a customs Form 5101, Entry 
Record, which is required by § 8.8(c) 
of the Custoris Regulations (19 CFR 
8.8(c)).° 
Attention is called to the provision of 
$8.8(c) of the Customs Regulations 
which requires the agent’s importer 


22, 1968 











+ 9264 


number to also be reported on the cus- 
toms Form 5101 if an importer of record 
desires to have refunds, bills, or notices 
of liquidation pertaining to his entry 
mailed in care of his agent. In such a 
case, the importer of record shall file or 
shall have filed previdusly a customs 
Form 4811, Special Address Notification 
(July 1966), authorizing the mailing of 
refunds, bills, or notices of liquidation to 
his agent. 


[SEAL] LESTER D. JOHNSON, 


Commissioner of Customs. 
Approved: June 14, 1968. 


MATTHEW J. MARKS, 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7462; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Office of the Secretary 
MAINE 


Extension of Designation of Area 
for Emergency Loans 


For the purpose of making emergency 
loans pursuant to section 321 of the 
Consolidated Farmers Home Admin- 
istration Act of 1961 (7 U.S.C. 1961), it 
has been determined that in the herein- 
after-named county in the State of 
Maine, natural disasters have caused a 
need for agricultural credit not readily 
available from commercial banks, co- 
operative lending agencies, or other re- 
sponsible sources. 


Original 
Maine designation 
Aroostook--....- 32 F.R. 17603 


Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, emergency loans wil! not be made 
in the above-named county after June 
30, 1968, except to applicants who previ- 
ously received emergency or special 
livestock loan assistance and who can 
qualify under established policies and 
procedures, 


This extension shall become effective 
on June 30, 1968. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 18th 
day of June 1968. 


ORVILLE L. FREEMAN, 





Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7437; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
NEBRASKA 


Designation and Extension of Areas 
for Emergency Loans 


For the purpose of making emergency 
loans pursuant to section 321 of the Con- 
solidated Farmers Home Administration 
Act of 1961 (7 U.S.C. 1961), it has been 
determined that in the hereinafter- 
named counties in the State cf Nebraska, 
natural disasters have caused a need for 
agricultural credit not readily avail- 
able from commercial banks, cooperative 
lending- awencies, o~ othe: iesponsibdie 
, Sources. 


NOTICES 

NEBRASKA 
Blaine. Loup. 
Custer. 


It also has been determined that in 
the hereinafter-named counties in the 
State of Nebraska natural disasters have 
caused a continuing need for agricultural 
credit not readily available from com- 
mercial banks, cooperative lending 
agencies, or other responsible sources. 








Nebraska Original Present 
designation extension 
Lancaster.......... 32 F.R. 11711 __... 
atic suisnsinatecsioee 31 F.R. 10928_._.. 32 F.R. 11711. 





Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, emergency loans will not be made 
in the above-named counties after June 
30, 1969, except to applicants who 
previously received emergency or special 
livestock loan assistance and who can 
qualify under established policies and 
procedures. 

This designation shall become effective 
on the date this instrument is signed, 
and this extension shall become effective 
on June 30, 1968. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 18th 
day of June 1968. 


ORVILLE L. FREEMAN, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7439; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





SOUTH DAKOTA 


Applicability of Great Plains 
Conservetion Program 


Designation of county within the 
Great Plains area of the 10 Great Plains 
States where the Great Plains Conserva- 
tion Program is specifically applicable. 

For the purpose of making contracts 
based upon an approved plan of farm- 
ing operations pursuant to the Act of 
August 7, 1956 (70 Stat. 1115, 16 U.S.C. 
590p(b)), as amended, the following 
county in the following State is desig- 
nated as susceptible to serious wind ero- 
sion by reason of its soil types, terrain, 
and climatic and other factors. 


SouTH DaKoTa 
Faulk. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 19th 
day of June 1968. 


JOHN A. BAKER, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7463; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


Bureau of International Commerce 
[File No. 24(65)-7] 


HEINZ NOLLMEYER 


Order Denying Export Privileges for 
Indefinite Period 


In the matter of Heinz Nollmeyer 
Ronderctorfor Strasse SU, gilt Suchholz/ 
Nordheide, Federal Republic of Germany, 
respondent; File No. 24(65)-7. 
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The Director, Investigations Division, 
Office of Export Control, Bureau of In- 
ternational Commerce, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, has applied for an order 
denying to the above-named respondent 
all export privileges for an indefinite pe- 
riod because the said respondent, without 
good cause being shown, failed to fur- 
nish answers to interrogatories and failed 
to furnish certain records and other writ- 
ings specifically requested. This appli- 
cation was made pursuant to § 382.15 of 
the Export Regulations (Title 15, Chapter 
III, Subchapter B, Code of Federal Reg- 
ulations) . 

In accordance with the usual practice, 
the application for an indefinite denial 
order was referred to the Compliance 
Commissioner, Bureau of International 
Commerce, who after consideration of 
the evidence has recommended that the 
application be granted. The report of the 
Compliance Commissioner and the evi- 
dence in support of the application have 
been considered. 

The evidence presented shows that the 
respondent is a dealer in parts and ac- 
cessories for automotive and agricultural 
equipment; that in November 1966 a 
dealer in Montreal, Canada, negotiated 
with a U.S. supplier to purchase $14,000 
worth of electronic tubes, some of stra- 
tegic nature; that in November 1967 the 
respondent, without having had any 
previous negotiations with said U.S. sup- 
plier, placed an order for said electronic 
tubes with said supplier. 

The aforesaid Investigations Division 
is conducting an investigation under the 
Export Control Act into the facts and 
circumstances which led to the plac- 
ing of the order by said respondent for 
the above-mentioned electronic tubes, 
and as to respondent’s participation in 
said transaction. Also as to the intended 
disposition of said commodities. 

It is impracticable to subpoena the 
respondent, and relevant and material 
interrogatories relating to the above 
matters were served on him pursuant to 
§ 382.15 of the Export Regulations. The 
respondent also, pursuant to said sec- 
tion, was requested to furnish certain 
specific documents relating to said mat- 
ters. Said respondent has failed to fur- 
nish answers to said interrogatories and 
to furnish the documents requested as 
required by said section, and he has not 
shown good cause for such failure. I find 
that an order denying export privileges 
to said respondent for an indefinite pe- 
riod may properly be entered under 
§ 382.15 of the Export Regulations and 
that such an order is reasonably neces- 
sary to protect the public interest and 
to achieve effective enforcement of the 
Export Control Act of 1949, as amended. 
Accordingly, it is hereby ordered: 

I. All outstanding validated export 
licenses in which respondent appears or 
participates in any manner or capacity 
are hereby revoked and shall be returned 
forthwith to the Bureau of International 
Commerce for cancellation. 

II. The respondent, his represent- 
atives, agents, and emplovees herehe «~< 
linied au privleges of participating, di- 
rectly or indirectly, in any manner or 
capacity, in any transaction involving 
coramod‘ties or technical data exported 
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from the United States, in whole or in 
part, or to be exported, or which are 
otherwise subject to the Export Regula- 
tions. Without limitation of the gen- 
erality of the foregoing, participation 
prohibited in any such transaction, either 
in the United States or abroad, shall in- 
clude participation, directly or indi- 
rectly, in any manner or capacity: (a) 
As a party or as a representative of a 
party to any validated export license ap- 
plication; (b) in the preparation or filing 
of any export license application or re- 
exportation authorization, or any cocu~- 
ment to be submitted therewith; (c) in 
the obtaining or using of any validated 
or general export license or other ex ort 
control document; (d) in the carvying 
on of negotiations with respect to, or in 
the receiving, ordering, buying, seliing, 
delivering, storing, using or disposing of 
any commodities or technical data in 
whole or in part exported or to be ex- 
ported from the United States; and (e) 
in the financing, forwarding, transport- 
ing, or other servicing of siich commodi- 
ties or technical data. 

III. Such denial of export privileges 
shall extend not only to the respondent, 
but also to his arents, employees, and 
representatives, and +o any other person, 
firm, corporation, o: business organiza- 
tion with which the respondent now or 
hereafter may be related by affiliation, 
ownership, cont?'ol, position of responsi- 
bility, or other connection in the conduct 
of trade or services connected therewith. 

IV. This ovder shall remain in effect 
until the respondent provides responsive 
answers to whe interrogatories heretofore 
served vyon him and furnishes the 
documents requested therein or gives 
adeasiate reasons for failure to do so, 
except insofar as this order may be 
smended or modified hereafter in 
accordance with the Export Regulations. 

V. No person, firm, corporation, part- 
nership, or other business organization, 
whether in the United States or else- 
whe)*, without prior disclosure to and 
specific authorization from the Bureau 
of Inter:.ational Commerce, shall do any 
of the ‘ollowing acts, directly or 
indirectly, »r carry on negotiations with 
respect thereto, in any manner or capac- 
ity, on behalf of or in any association 
with the respondent or any related party, 
or whereby the ;sespondent or related 
party may obtain sny benefit therefrom 
or have any interest or participation 
therein, directly or inc’rectly; (a) apply 
for, obtain, transfer, or use any license, 
Shipper’s Export Declarstion, bill of 
lading, or other export con!rol document 
relating to any exportation, veexporta- 
tion, transshipment, or diversion of any 
commodity or technical data »xported 
or to be exported from the United %tates, 
by, to, or for any such responde’.t or 
related party denied export privileges; or 
(b) order, buy, receive, use, sell, deliver, 
store, dispose of, forward, transport, 
finance, or otherwise service or partici- 
pate in any exportation, reernort>!: 
troy cs‘ipitucus, of diversion of any com- 
modity or technical data exported or to 
be exported from the United Stutes. 

VI. A copy of this order shal. be served 
on respondent. 
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VIZ. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 382.15 of the Export Regulations, 
the resrondent may move at any time to 
vacate or modify this Indefinite Denial 
Order by filing with the Compliance 
Comrnissioner, Bureau of International 
Corumerce, U.S. Department of Com- 
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230, an ap- 
p’ opriate motion for relief, supported by 
substantial evidence, and may also re- 
quest an oral hearing thereon, which, if 
requested shall be held before the Com- 
pliance Commissioner at ‘Washington, 
D.C., at the earliest convenient date. 


This order shall become effective on 
June 21, 1968. 


Dated: June 17, 1968. 


Raver H. MEYER, 
Director, Office of Export Control. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7445; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 50-208] 
TRUSTEES OF COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY 


Notice of Extension of Completion 
Date 


The Commission has issued an order 
extending to December 31, 1968, the 
latest completion date specified in Con- 
struction Permit No. CPRR-78 for con- 
struction of the TRIGA Mark I type 
nuclear reactor being constructed on 
the University’s campus at Morningside 
Heights, New York, N.Y. 

Copies of the order and of the applica- 
tion dated May 23, 1968, by The Trustees 
of Columbia University in the City of 
New York are available for public in- 
spection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 


Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 13th day 
of June 1968. 


For the Atomic Energy Commission. 
Peter A. Morris, 
Director, 
Division of Reactor Licensing. 


{F.R. Doc. 68-7442; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


[Docket No. 19966; Order No. E-26935] 


ALOHA AIRLINES, INC., AND 
HAWAIIAN AIRLINES, INC. 


Order of Investigation Regarding 
Senior Citizen Standby Fares 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Beard at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 18th day of June 1968. 

Tariffs of Aloha Airlines, Inc.,* and 
Hawaiian Airlines, Inc.,* provide reduced 


‘Retirement Reduced Fare for Life Jet 
Plax. Aloha Alriines, Inc.'s CAB No. 5, ex- 
-Ares Jan. 5, 1969. 

*Senir Citizen Standby Fares, Hawaiian 
Airiines, Inc.'s CAB No. 2, expires June 1, 
1968. 
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fares between various points on tiie car- 
riers’ outes for persons 65 years c* age 
and cer. The level of these one-way 
fares is about half that of the carriers’ 
regular fares, rounded to the next dollar 

On the basis of all the facts and infor- 
mation before us, the Board concludes 
that these senior citizen standby fares 
of Aloha and Hawaiian may be unjustly 
discriminatory, unduly preferential, un- 
duly prejudicial, unjust or unreasonable 
and should be investigated. There is an 
element of discrimination upon the basis 
of age invcoived in these tariffs which, 
in many respects, presents questions °° 
lawfulness similar to those ‘o.oo 
the reduced fares fe " Siths which are 
how under 1" _cw@aiion in Docket 18936. 
Under the -¢-cumstances, we cannot con- 
clude thai ficsimilar action is warranted 
for senic;” citizen fares than for youth 
fares. - 


Thcarriers will be expected to main- 


tain « \mplete monthly records of traffic 
anc. '¢ Fenues for use in the investigation. 

dingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Avi Act of 1958, and particularly 


_— 204(a), 404, and 1002 thereof: 
. rdered, That: 


ne investigation be instituted to 
detern 


a e whether the fares and provi- 
sions d\cribed in Appendix A attached 
ae neluding subsequent revisions 


es thereof, and rules, regula- 
practices affecting such fares 
ions, are or will be unjust or 
le, unjustly discriminatory, 








tions, an 
and prev 
unreason: 


unduly PY ferential, unduly prejudicial, 
or otherwW!'\. unlawful, and if found to 
be unlawfu.\ t> determine and prescribe 
the lawful 


\fares and provisions, and 
rules, regulat ions, or practices affecting 
such fares and crovistons. 

2. The proce\eging ordered herein will 
be assigned for hearing before an Ex- 
aminer of the BA ,.4 at a time and place 
hereafter to be d€\.:-nated. 

3. Copies of this * der will be served 
upon Aloha Airtines, i and Hawaiian 
Airlines, inc., which a2 \ereby made 
parties to this preceeding. 

This order will be publis 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Scard.* 


1 in the 


[SEAL] HAROLD R. San><£xsSon, 
Secretary. 
[P.R. Doc. 68-7450; Piled, June 2i, 1968; 


8:48 a.m.) 





[Docket No. 18799] 
DENVER-CALGARY SERVICE CASE 
Notice of Oral Argument 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that oral argument 
in the above-entitled case is assigned to 
be heard on July 10, 1968, at 10 a.m., 
e.d.s.t., in Room 1027, Universal Building, 


* Appendix A filed as part of the original 
document. 
*Vice Chairman Murphy dissenting. 


22, 1968 


















1825 Connecticut Avenue bk ¥ 
ton, D.C., befere the Boara 


Dated at Washington, D. 
1968. 


[SEAL] THoxas L. Wie! 
Chief Exa 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7447; Filed, June 21 
8:47 a.m.] 





[Docket No. 19691; 
MOHAWK AIRLINE», 


Notice of Hearing 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant t< the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation At of 
1958, as amended, that hearing iz: the 
above-entitled matter is assigned to be 
held on July 9, 1968, at 10 am.. e.d.s.t 
in Reom 911, Universal Building, 182!) 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington 
D.C., before Examiner James S. Keith 


Dated at Washington, D.C.. June 14 
1968. 


[SEAL] 


INC. 


( 
THOMAS Z:. WRENN oh. 


Chief Examit 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7448; Filea »/ 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 1950 

SKY COURIER, INC 
Approval «f Contro! « 
Relationships; 


Notic re is here 
the provisions 


, June 





/ 
/®T AL. 

nd Interlocking 
Notice of Hearing 


given, pursuant to 
| Ahe Federal Aviation 


Act of 1958, 2z_amended, that a public 
hearing in above-entitled proceed- 
ing is assic:.ed to be held on August 6, 


1968, 9t 10 arm., e.dt., in Room 726, 
Unive rg Building, 1825 Connecticut 
Aven NW., Washington, D.C., before 


th ider: signed examiner. 


‘niosmation concerning the issues 
Colved and other details of this pro- 
ding, interested persons are referred 
to the various documents which are in 
the docket ui this case on file in the 
Docket Section of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., June 18, 
1968. 


[SEAL] Epwarb T. STopo1za, 


Hearing Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7449; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[Docket Nos. 18088-18090; FCC 68M-938] 


ADVANCED COMMUNICATIONS CO. 
ET AL. 


Statement and Order After 
Prehearing Conference 
In the matter of applications of Fran- 
cis I. Lambert and Harry L. Brock, Jr., 
trading as Advanced Communications 
Co. for a construction permit for a new 
public class IN-B coast station to be lo- 


FEDERAL 


NOTICES 


cated at i ‘ratford, Conn. (File No. 2834— 
M-P-16) <. 1d to add an additional fre- 
quency to ‘tation KWB 437, Groton, 
Conn. (File ‘Wo. 38'72-M-P-67), Docket 
No. 18088, Fi: Nos. 2834-M-P-16, 3872~ 
M-P-67; appli ation of Liberty Commu- 
nications, inc., . or a construction permit 
for a new public lass III-B coast station 
to be located at Trumbull, Conn. (File 
No. 2906-M-—P-26), Docket No. 18089, 
File No. 2906-M-P-26; applications of 
ew York Telephone Cu. for construction 
permit for new public class III-B coast 
t&gions to be located at Riverhead, N.Y. 
File No. 3369-M-P-116) and at Noyack, 
Yj. (File No. 3490-M-P-17) , Docket No. 

“g File Nos. 3369-M-—P-116, 3490—-M- 


ff t teday’s prehearing conference the 
fpllowing schedule was adopted (it is 
facerstooa, however, that the schedule 

ill be canceled if counsel for the parties, 
on or before July 15, 1968, notify the 
Hearing Examiner that they have suc- 
ceeded in resolving this litigation): 

Exchange of proposed direct exhibits 
and specification of proposed witnesses 
by September 10, 1968. 

Receipt of notification of witnesses for 
cross-examination by September 20, 1968. 

Hearing, September 24, 1968. 

So ordered. 


Issued: June 17, 1968. 
Released: June 18, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


COMMISSION, 
[SEAL] BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7451; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. 18064-18066; FCC 68M-940] 


CLEAR VICiGCN TV COMPANY OF 
BESSEMER ET AL. 


Order Scheduling Hearing 


In re petitions by Clear Vision TV 
Company of Bessemer, Bessemer, Brigh- 
tou, 20% nville Ala., Docket No. 
18064, File No. CATV 10-47: Leivue 
Cable Alabama, Inc., unincorporated area 
of Jefferson County south of Birming- 
ham, Ala., Docket No. 18065, File No. 
CATV 100-238; Jefferson Cablevision 
Corp., Homewood and: Irondale, Ala., 
Docket No. 18066, File No. CATV 100- 
242; for authority pursuant to § 74.1107 
of the rules to operate CATV systems in 
the Birmingham, Ala., television market. 

Pursuant to agreements reached at 
the further prehearing conference held 
on June 17, 1968: It is ordered, That 
the evidentiary hearing in the above- 
captioned proceeding will begin on Tues- 
day, September 17, 1968, at 10 a.m., in 
the offices of the Commission, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 


Issued: June 17, 1968. 
Released: June 18, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


COMMISSION, 
[SEAL] BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7452; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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[Docket No. 17510 etc.; FCC 68M-948] 


POTOMAC VALLEY TELECASTING 
COR?. ET AL. 


Order Continuing Hearing 


In re Potomac Valley Telecasting 
Corp., Irons Mountain, Md., Docket No. 
17510, File No. 5908-C1-ML-65; for 
modification of license of Station KGO 
30 to provide for carriage of FM signals 
et al., Docket Nos. 17511, 17512, 17513, 
17514, 17515, 17516, 17531, 17532. 

On the unopposed oral request of 
counsel for the Broadcast Bureau, the 
following extensions are ordered: 

Receipt of notification of witnesses for 
cross-examination from June 17 to July 
15, 1968. 

Hearing from June 24 to July 25, 1968. 


Issued: June 18, 1968. 
Released: June 18, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 





CoMMISSICN, 
[SEAL] BEN F. WaA°.LE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7453; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
[Docket No. 17777; FCC 68M-950] 


TRI-STATE SROADCASTING CO., 
INC. (KUPD) 


Order Regarding Procedural Dates 


In re application of Tri-State Broad- 
casting Co., Inc. (KUPD), Tempe, Ariz., 
Docket No. 17777, File No. BP-16895; 
for Construction permit. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a “Petition For Extension 
Of Procedural Date” filed by the appli- 
cant on June 5, 1968, the Broadcast 
Bureau’s comments on the petition filed 
June 11, 1968, and a letter dated June 12, 
1968 from applicant’s counsel agreeing 
to the alternate extension dates proposed 
by the Broadcast Bureau, and 

It appearing that the Broadcast Bu- 
reau agrees to the extension of procedural 
dates but, owing to other commitments, 
hes susscsted an alternative set of dates 
and states that it wili consent to nu 
other extensions requested by Tri-State 
Broadcasting Co., Inc., and 

It further appearing that counsel for 
the respondent has consented to the ex- 
tension: 

It is ordered, That the petition for 
extension of procedural dates is granted 
and that the following dates suggested 
by the Broadcast Bureau will be ob- 
served: 

Final exchange of exhibits from June 
20 to Aug. 9, 1968. 

Notification of witnesses from June 25 
to Sept. 10, 1968. 

Commencement of hearing from July 
16 to Sept. 17, 1968. 


Issued: June 14, 1968. 
Released: June 18, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


COMMISSION, 
[SEAL] BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7454; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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[Docket No. 18101; FOC 68-629] 
WBBM-TV 
Order Continuing Inquiry 


In the matter of inquiry into WBBM-— 
TV’s broadcast on November 1 and 2, 
1967, of a report on a marijuana party, 
Docket No. 18101. 

It appearing, that the Commission, by 
order released May 2, 1968, continued to 
June 25, 1968, the inquiry into WBBM- 
TV’s broadcast on November 1 and 2, 
1967, of a report on a marijuana party so 
that the House Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce could first con- 
clude its own investigation of this 
matter; 

It further appearing, that the Com- 
mission has not been advised that the 
House Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce has concluded its in- 
vestigation of this matter: 

Now, therefore, it is ordered, That the 
Commission’s inquiry into WBBM-TV’s 
broadcast on November 1 and 2, 1967, of a 
report on a marijuana varty, scheduled 
to commence June 25, 1968, should be 
and the same is hereby continued to 
August 15, 1968, at 10 a.m. 


Adopted: June 12, 1968. 
Released: June 17, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUR‘CATIONS 
Commnission;; 


[SEAL] Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
I[F.R. Doc. 68-7455; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. 18216, 18217; FCC 68M-944] 


WLUC, INC., AND NORBERTINE 
FATHERS 


Order Scheduling Hearing 


In re applications of WLUC, Inc., Iron 
Mountain, Mich., Docket No. 18216, File 
No. BPTTV-2666; Norbertine Fathers, 
Iron Mountain, Mich., Docket No. 18217, 
File No. BPTTV-2713; for construction 
permit for new VHF television broadcast 
translator station: 

It is ordered, That Arthur A. Gladstone 
shall serve as Presiding Officer in the 
aBborvs-crtitic2 oreceeding; that the hear- 
ings therein shall be convened on Au usé 
12, 1968, at 10 a.m.; and that a prehear- 
ing conference shall be held on July 26, 
1968, commencing at 9 a.m.: And, it is 
further ordered, That all proceedings 
shall take place in the offices of the 
Commission, Washington, D.C.* 


Issued: June 18, 1968. 
Released: June 18, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION, 

JAMES D. CUNNINGHAM, 
Chief Hearing Examiner. 
[FP.R. Doc. 68-7456; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


1Commissioners Bartley and Wadsworth 
absent. 


*The Commission’s designation order 


herein provides “That this proceeding shall 
be expedited to the extent possible consistent 


with the requirements of procedural due 
process.” 
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


[Docket No. G-4616 etc.] 
TEXACO, INC., ET AL. 
Findings and Order 


JUNE 14, 1968. 


Findings and order after statutory 
hearing issuing certificates of public con- 
venience and necessity, dismissing appli- 
cation, amending certificates, permitting 
and approving abandonment of service, 
terminating certificates, making succes- 
sors co-respondents, redesignating pro- 
ceedings, requiring filing of agreement 
and undertaking, requiring filing of 
surety bond, and accepting related rate 
schedules and supplements for filing. 

Each of the Applicants listed herein 
has filed an application pursuant to sec- 
tion 7 of the Natural Gas Act for a cer- 
tificate of public convenience and neces- 
sity authorizing the sale and delivery of 
natural gas in interstate commerce, for 
permission and approval to abandon 
service, or a petition to amend an exist- 
ing certificate authorization, all as more 
fully described in the respective applica- 
tions and petitions (and any supplements 
or amendments thereto) which are on file 
with the Commission. \ 


The Applicants herein have filed 






natural gas service in interstate *com 
merce as indicated by the tabulation 


at rates either equal to or below the ceil- 
ing prices established by the Commis- 


herein. All sales certificated herein sr | 
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under said rate schedule is in effect sub- 
ject to refund in Docket No. RI67-273. 
Therefore, Applicant will be made a co- 
respondent in said proceeding; the pro- 
ceeding will be redesigt:ated accordingly; 
and applicant will be required to file a 
surety bond to assure the refund of any 
amounts collected by him in exvess of 
the amount determined to »e just and 
reasonable in said proceeding 

The Commission's staff has reviewed 
each application and recommen.s each 
action ordered as consistent wii> all 
substantive Commission policies and re- 
quired by the public convenience and 
necessity. 

After due notice, no petitions to inter- 
vene, notices of intervention, or protests 
to the granting of any of the respective 
applications or petitions in this order 
have been received. 

At a hearing held on June 6, 1968, the 
Commission on its own motion received 
and made a part of the record in these 
proceedings all evidence, including the 
applications, amendments, and exhibits 
thereto, submitted in support of the r«- 
spective authorizations sought herein. 
and upon consideration of the record, 

The Commission finds: 

(1) East Applicant herein is «4 
“natural-gas company” wusthin the 
meaning of the Natural Gas Act as here- 
tofore found by the Com nission or will 
be engaged in the sale of natural gas in 
interstate commerce ‘or resale for ulti- 
mate public consumriion, subject to the 
jurisdiction of the ~ommission, and will, 
therefere, be a ‘natural-gas company” 
within the mesning of said Act upon 
the commences nent of the service under 


sion’s statement of general policy No. )the respec:'ve authorizations granted 


61-1, as amended, or involve sales for 
which permanent certificates have been 
previously issued; except that the 
from the Permian Basin area of 
Mexico and Texas are authoriz 
made at the applicable area base rates 
end under the conditions prescribed in 
Opinion Nos. 468 and 468—A. 

Clinton Oil Co., Applicant in Dock+«t 
No. CI66—614, proposes to continue «he 
sale of natural gas heretofore authc -ized 
in said docket to be made purs™ant to 
Crawiord Oil & Gas Reserves, T:c., FPC 
Gas Pate Schedule No. 1 Said « ate sched- 
ule will be redesignated as that of Ap- 
plicant. The presently effective ‘ate 
under said rate schedule is in effect sub- 
ject to refund in Docket No. RI66—-415. 
Therefore, Applicant will be made a co- 
respondent in said proceeding; the pro- 
ceeding will be redesignated accordingly; 
and Applicant will be requ'red to file an 
agreement and undertaking to assure the 
refund of any amounts collected by him 
in excess of the amount determined to 
be just and reasonable in said proceeding. 

James A. Wood, Trustee (Overator), 
et al., Applicant in Docket No. C168-1164, 
proposes to continue in part the sale of 
natural gas heretofore authorized in 
Docket No. G-12083 to be made pursuant 
to Mobil Oil Corp. (Operator) et al., 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 83. The con- 
tract comprising said rate schedule has 
been accepted for filing as a rate schedule 
of Applicant. The presently effective rate 
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hereinafter. 

(2) T.e sales of natural gas herein- 
before described, as more fully described 
in tie respective applications, amend- 
me".ts and/or supplements herein, will 
de made in interstate commerce, subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Commission and 
such sales by the respective Applicants, 
together with the construction and oper- 
ation of any facilities subject to the juris- 
diction of the Commission necessary 
therefor, are subject to the requirements 
of subsections (c) and (e) of section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act. 


(3) The respective Applicants are able 
and willing properly to do the acts and 
to perform the services proposed and to 
conform to the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act and the requirements, rules, and 
regulations of the Commission there- 
under. 

(4) The sales of natural gas by the 
respective Applicants, together with the 
construction and operation of any facil- 
ities subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Commission necessary therefor, are 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity and certificates therefore 
should be issued as hereinafter ordered 
and conditioned. 

(5) It is necessary and appropriate 
in carrying out the provisions of the 
Natural Gas Act that the application 
to amend filed on March 28, 1968, in 
Docket No. G—12083 should be dismissed 
as moot. 
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(6) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act and the public convenience and 
necessity require that the certificate 
authorizations heretofore issued by 
the Commission in Docket Nos. G-4616, 
G-5547, G-6316, G-12083, CI60—427, 
CI60-437, CI61-64, CI61-550, CI62— 
#25, CI62-1164, CI63-819, CI64-1112, 
CI65-73, CI65-416, C1I65-516, CI65-1220, 
CI66-176, CI66—-614, CI66—731, CI66-1016, 
CI66-1350, CI67-1543, and CI67-1647 
should be amended as_ hereinafter 
ordered and conditioned. 

(7) The sales of natural gas proposed 
to be abandoned by the respective Appli- 
cants, as hereinbefore described, all as 
more fully described -in the respective 
applications and in the tabulation 
herein, are subject to the requirements of 
subsection (b) of section 7 of the Natural 
Gas Act, and such abandonments should 
be permitted and approved as hereinafter 
ordered. 

(8) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act that the certificates of public 
convenience and necessity heretofore 
issued to the respective Applicants relat- 
ing to the abandonments hereinafter 
permitted and approved should be 
terminated. 

(9) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat- 
ural Gas Act that Clinton Oil Co. should 
be made a co-respondent in the proceed- 
ing pending in Docket No. RI66-415, that 
said proceeding should be redesignated 
accordingly, and that Clinton Oil Co. 
should be required to file an agreement 
and undertaking in said proceeding. 

(10) It is necessary and appropriate 
in carrying out the provisions of the Nat- 
ural Gas Act that James A. Wood, 
Trustee (Operator), et al., should be 
made a co-respondent in the proceeding 
pending in Docket No. RI67-273, that 
said proceeding should be redesignated 
accordingly, and that James A. Wood, 
Trustee (Operator), et al., should be re- 
quired to file a surety bond in said pro- 
ceeding. 

(11) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat- 
ural Gas Act that the respective related 
rate schedules and supplements as desig- 
nated in the tabulation herein should be 
accepted for filing as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Certificates of public convenience 
and necessity are issued upon the terms 
and conditions of this order, authorizing 
the sales by the respective Applicants 
herein of natural gas in interstate com- 
merce for resale, together with the con- 
struction and operation of any facilities 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mission necessary for such sales, all as 
hereinbefore described and as more fully 
described in the respective applications, 
amendments, supplements, and exhibits 
in this proceeding. 

(B) The certificates granted in para 
graph (A) above are not transferable 
and shall be effective only so long as Ap- 
plicants continue the acts or operations 
hereby authorized in accordance with the 


NOTICES 


provisions of the Natural Gas Act and 
the applicable rules, regulations, and or- 
ders of the Commission. 

(C) The grant of the certificates is- 
sued in paragraph (A) above shall not be 
construed as a waiver of the require- 
ments of section 4 of the Natural Gas Act 
or of Part 154 or Part 157 of the Com- 
mission’s regulations thereunder, and is 
without prejudice to any findings or or- 
ders which have been or may hereafter 
be made by the Commission in any pro- 
ceedings now pending or hereafter in- 
stituted by or against the respective 
Applicants. Further, our action in this 
proceeding shall not foreclose nor prej- 
udice any future proceedings or objec- 
tions relating to the operation of any 
price or related provisions in the gas pur- 
chase contracts herein involved. Nor 
shall the grant of the certificates afore- 
said for service to the particular cus- 
tomers involved imply approval of all of 
the terms of the respective contracts par- 
ticularly as to the cessation of service 
upon termination of said contracts, as 
provided by section 7(b) of the Natural 
Gas Act. Nor shall the grant of the cer- 
tificates aforesaid be construed to pre- 
clude the imposition of any sanctions 
pursuant to the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act for the unauthorized commence- 
ment of any sales of natural gas subject 
to said certificates. 

(D) The grant of the certificates is- 
sued herein on all applications filed af- 
ter July 1, 1967, is upon the condition 
that no increase in rate which would 
exceed the ceiling prescribed for the 
given area by paragraph (d)(3) of the 
Commission’s statement of general pol- 
icy No. 61-1, as amended, shall be filed 
prior to the applicable date as indicated 
by footnote 3 in the attached tabulation. 

(E) The initial rate for the sales au- 
thorized in Docket Nos. G-6316, CI68— 
925, CI68-1050, and CI68—-1133 shall be 
the applicable base area rates prescribed 
in Opinion No. 468, as modified by 
Opinion No. 468—A, as adjusted for qual- 
ity, or the contract rates, whichever are 
lower. 

(F) If the quality of the gas delivered 
by Applicants in Docket Nos. G-—6316, 
CI68—-925, CI68—-1050, and CI68—-1133 de- 
viates at any time from the quality 
standards set forth in Opinion No. 468, 
as modified by Opinion No. 468—A, so as 
to require a downward adjustment of 
the existing rate, a notice of change in 
rate shall be filed pursuant to the pro- 
visions of section 4 of the Natural Gas 
Act; Provided, however, That adjust- 
ments reflecting changes in B.T.U. con- 
tent of the gas shall be computed by the 
applicable formula and charged without 
the filing of notices of changes in rate. 

(G) Within 90 days from the date of 
initial delivery Applicants in Docket 
Nos. G-6316, CI68-925, CI68—-1050, and 
CI68—-1133 shall file rate schedule qual- 
ity statements in the form prescribed in 
Opinion No. 468—A. 

(H) The initial rate for the sale au- 
thorized in Docket No. CI68-962 shall 
be 15 cents per Mcf at 14.65 p.s.ia., in- 
cluding tax reimbursement. 


(I) The application to amend filed on 
March 28, 1968, in Docket No. G—12083 
is dismissed as moot. 

(J) The certificates heretofore issued 
in Docket Nos. G—4616, G—5547, G-6316, 
CI62-825, CI66-176, and CI67-1543, are 
amended by adding thereto or deleting 
therefrom authorization to sell natural 
gas to the same purchasers and in the 
same areas as covered by the original au- 
thorizations pursuant to the rate sched- 
ule supplements as indicated in the tab- 
ulation herein. 


(K) The certificates heretofore issued 
in Docket Nos. CI61-550 and CI63-819 
are amended by deleting therefrom au- 
thorization to sell natural gas pursuant 
to the rate schedule supplements as in- 
dicated in the tabulation herein, and 
Applicants shall not be relieved of any 
refund obligations which may be im- 
posed in the related rate suspension pro- 
ceedings pending in Docket Nos. RI65— 
503 and RI68—92, respectively, insofar as 
it pertains to the acreage being released. 

(L) The certificate heretofore issued 
in Docket No. CI66—-1016 is amended by 
deleting therefrom authorization to sell 
natural gas; further, the certificate is 
amended to include the interest of non- 
signatory coowners; and the related 
rate schedule is redesignated as Union 
Oil Company of California (Operator) 
et al., as indicated in the tabulation 
herein. 

(M) The certificates heretofore issued 
in Docket Nos. G—12083 and CI67-1647 
are amended by deleting therefrom au- 
thorization to sell natural gas from 
acreage assigned to Applicants in Dock- 
et Nos. CI68-1164 and CI68-1158, 
respectively. 

(N) The certificates heretofore issued 
in Docket Nos. CI60-427, CI60-437, CI61- 
64, CI62—1164, CI64-1112, CI65-73, CI65- 
416, CI65-516, CI65-1220, CI66-614, CI66- 
731, and CI66—-1350 are amended by sub- 
stituting the respective successors in 
interest as certificate holders as indi- 
cated in the tabulation herein. 

(O) Permission for and approval of 
the abandonment of service by the re- 
spective Applicants, as hereinbefore 
described, all as more fully described in 
the respective applications and in the 
tabulation herein are granted. 

(P) Permission for and approval of 
the abandonment in Docket No. CI63— 
1206 shall not be construed to relieve 
Logue and Patterson of any refund obli- 
gations which may be ordered in the 
related rate suspension proceeding pend- 
ing in Docket No. RI66-64. 

(Q) The certificates heretofore issued 
in Docket Nos. G—7277, G—16943, and 
CI60-58 are terminated. 

(R) Clinton Oil Co. is made a co-re- 
spondent in the proceeding pending in 
Docket No. RI66-415 and the proceeding 
is redesignated accordingly.’ 

(S) Within 30 days from the issuance 
of this order, Clinton Oil Co. shall exe- 
cute, in the form set out below, and shall 


2Crawford Oil & Gas Reserves, Inc., and 
Clinton Oil Co. 
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file with the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion an acceptable agreement and under- 
taking in Docket No. RI66—415 to assure 
the refund of any amounts collected by 
it in excess of the amount determined to 
be just and reasonable in said proceed- 
ing. Unless notified to the contrary by 
the Secretary of the Commission within 
thirty days from the date of submission, 
such agreement and undertaking shall be 
deemed to have been accepted for filing. 

(T) Clinton Oil Co. shall comply with 
the refunding and reporting procedure 
required by the Natural Gas Act and 
§ 154.102 of the regulations thereunder, 
and the agreement and undertaking filed 
by it in Docket No. RI66-415 shall re- 
main in full force and effect until dis- 
charged by the Commission. 


(U) James A. Wood, Trustee (Oper- 
ator), et al., is made a co-respondent 
in the proceeding pending in Docket No. 
RI67-273, and the proceeding is redesig- 
nated accordingly.’ 

(V) Within 30 days from the issuance 
of this order, James A. Wood, Trustee 
(Operator), et al., shall execute, in the 
form set out below, and shall file with 
the Secretary of the Commission an ac- 
ceptable surety bond in Docket No. RI67- 
273 for $10,800 to assure the refund of 
any amounts collected by him, together 
with interest at the rate of 7 percent per 
annum, in excess of the amount deter- 
mined to be just and reasonable in said 
proceeding. Such surety bond shall be 
accompanied by a certificate to the effect 
that no obligation has been assumed in 
connection with the bond in addition to 
the payment of the bond premium. Un- 
less notified to the contrary within 30 
days from the date of submission, such 
bond shall be deemed to have been ac- 
cepted for filing. 

(W) James A. Wood, Trustee (Oper- 
ator), et al., shall comply with the re- 
funding and reporting procedure re- 
quired by the Natural Gas Act and 
§ 154.102 of the regulations thereunder, 
and the surety bond filed by him in 
Docket No. RI67-273 shall remain in full 
force and effect until discharged by the 
Commission. 

(X) The respective related rate sched- 
ules and supplements as indicated in the 
tabulation herein are accepted for filing; 
further, the rate schedules relating to the 
successions herein are redesignated and 
accepted, subject to the applicable Com- 
mission regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act to be effective on the dates as 
indicated in the tabulation herein. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] KENNETH F. PLUMB, 
Acting Secretary. 


* Mobil Oil Corp. (Operator) et al., and 
James A, Wood, Trustee (Operator), et al. 
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NOTICES 


Docket No: 
and Applicant 
date filed 
00? nc ccccccs TOMA, WiRiecaciccacnts 
G-5547_............ Bowser Gas & Oil Co.. 
C 412-483 
G-6316_............ Amerada Petroleum 
C 2-21-68 5 Corp. 
i eitccncan J & J Enterprises, Inc. 
E 43-68 (successor to 8S. W. 
Jack Drilling Co. 
(Operator) et al.). 
re ida ddeiletiomndias 
E 43-68 
a J & J Enterprises, Inc., 
E 43-68 et al. (successor to 
8. W. Jack Drilling 
Co.) 
CI61-550__......... Lario Oil & Gas Co. 
D 4-8-8 (partial abandon- 
ment). 
ae Mobil Oil Corp. (Op- 
D 44-68 erator) et al. 
CI62-1164._........ W. G. Kennedy (suc- 
E 4-17-88 cessor to Gibson Oil 
Co., Inc.). 
itr Atlantic Richfield Co. 
D 4-10-68 (Operator), et al. 
(partial abandon- 
ment). 
CI64-1112.......... Reading & Hates Pro- 
E 4-12-68 duction Co. et al. 
(Operator) (successor 
to Goff Oil Co.). 
a acitiiccines Ben Gittleman (succes- 
E 10-19-67 sor to B. H. Bost- 
wick). 
CI65-416___........ Reading & Bates Pro- 
E 412-8 duction Co. (Oper- 
ator) et al. (successor 
to Goff Oil Co. et al.). 
ee itincacese Petroleum Corporation 
E +11-68 of Texas (Operator) 
et al. (successor to 
Shell Oil Co.). 
CI65-1220__........ Payne Producing Co. 
E +868" (successor to Larry 
Robinson). 
a Skelly Oil Co. 
C 4-12-68! (Operator) et al. 
Ci icacdcnancs Clinton Oil Co (suc- 
E 4-11-68 cessor to Crawford 


Oil & Gas Reserves, 
Inc.). 


Filing code: A—Initial service. 
B—Abandenment. 


C—Amendment to add acreage. 


Purchaser, 
field, and location 


. E) Paso Natural Gas Co., 


Langley Mattix Field, 
Lea County, N. Mex. 

. Consolidated Gas Supply 
Corp., Various Dis- 
tricts, Ritchie and 
Gilmer Counties, 

W. Va. 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., 
Langley Mattix Field, 
Lea County, N. Mex. 

Consolidated Gas Supply 
Corp., Sandy Town- 
ship, Clearfield County, 
Pa. 


Cities Service Gas Co., 
ILS Southwest Field, 
Barber County, Kans. 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., 
Rojo Caballos Field, 
Pecos County, Tex. 

Consolidated Gas Supply 
Corp., Grant District, 
Ritchie County, W. Va. 


Cities Service Gas Co., 
Northwest Lovedale 
Field, Harper County, 
Okla. 

Natural Gas Pipeline 
Co. of America, Nob- 
scot Field, Custer and 
Dewey Counties, Okla. 


Equitable Gas Co., acre- 
age in Ritchie County, 
W. Va. 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe 
Line Co., South Tea- 
garden Field, Woods 
County, Okla, 


Northern Natural Gas 
Co., Denison (Strawn) 
Field, Sutton County, 
Tex. 


Almos Gas Gathering 
Co., Cranz Field, Bee 
and Live Oak Coun- 
ties, Tex. 


Arkansas Louisiana Gas 
Co., Arkoma Basin, 
Franklin County, Ark. 

Oklahoma Natural Gas 
Gathering Corp., 
Sedowsky Field, Major 
County, Okla. 


D—Amendment to delete acreage. 


E—Succession. 
F—Partial succession. 


See footnotes at end of table: 
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FPC rate schedule to be accepted 





No. Supp. 
of document 

Assignment 7-31-67 2_. .. 176 5 

Effective date: 91-67._................. 

Letter agreement 1 9 
3-+8.4 

Supplemental agree- 38 7 
ment 12-11-67. 

8. W. Jack Drilling Co. 31 os 
(Operator) et al., 
FPC GRS’No. 2. 

er 
3-15-48. 

Assignment 10-13-66 *__. 31 1 

Effective date: 11-0-66.................. 

. 8. W. Jack Drilling Co. GD ccncense 

(Operator) et al., 
FPC GRS No. 1. 

Notice of succession ..-........-..-.... 
3-15-48. 

Assignment 10-13-66 *__. 30 1 

Effective date: 11-9-66.................. 

8S. W. Jack Drilling Co., Ce hence 
FPC GRS No. 3. 

Notice of succession 8 =—s« «..................-- 
3-15-68. 

Assignment 10-13-66 ®. _. 32 1 

Effective date: 11-9-€6.................. 

Notice of partial cancel- 917 3 
lation 4-5-68.’ § 

Assignment 3-7-68 § ®._. 312 14 

Gibson Oil Co., Inc., D addons 
FPC GRS No. 2. 

Supplement Nos. 1-3.... 2 1-3 

Notice of succession ....-.---.-----. 
4-16-68. 

Assignment 7-6-67 "1... 2 4 

Effective date: 7-6-67................. 

Letter agreement 267 y 
2-20-68.7 

Letter agreement & 267 10 
2-26-68." 4 

Goff Oil Co., FPC D ideatain 
GRS No. 1. 

PONCE: ckctcitncctasons 
(Undated).8 

Amendment 7-1-65 4__. 1 1 

Effective date: 8-17-66. ................. 

B. H. Bostwick, FPC Wl daadniien 
GRS No. 2. 

Supplement Nos. 1-3... 2 1-3 

Notice of succession -~.-...-.-.....--.. 
10-16-67. 

Assignment 10-5-64 8__. 2 t 

Effective date: 8-24-64. ..............-.. 

Goff Oil Co. et al., a aeninanciee 
FPC GRS No. 2. 

Supplement No. 1....... 2 1 

Notice ofsuccession = ......-..-....---. 
(Undated) .¥ 

Effective date: 8-17-66 ........-......... 

Shell Oil Co., FPC paneee 
GRS No. 311. 

Supplement Nos. 1-2_... 30 1-2 

Notice of succession .............--. 
4-10-#8. 

Assignment 10-31-67 *_. 30 3 

Effective date: 9-1-67.................... 

Larry Robinson, FPC i baieniehiale 
GRS No. 1. 

Supplement Nos. 1-7.... 7 1-7 

Notice of succession -.........-..... 
3-25-48. 

Assignment 3-90-68 #_... 7 8 

Effective date: 3-1-@8_................- 

Supplemental agree- 210 6 
ment 3-27-68.‘ 

Crawford Oil & Gas WD aanaade 
Reserves, Inc., FPC 
GRS No. 1. 

Supplement Nos. 1-2.... 13 1-2 


Notice of succession nivale 
(Undated). 

Assignment 12-29-67 ¥_. 13 3 

Effective date: 12-30-67 ................. 

Assignment 2-28-68 ®_ .. 13 4 

Effective date: 1-1-€8. . ................. 
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[Docket No. CP68-346] 
ARKANSAS LOUISIANA GAS CO. 
Notice of Application 


JUNE 17, 1968. 

Take notice that on June 10, 1968, Ar- 
kansas Louisiana Gas Co. (Applicant), 
filed in Docket No. CP68-346 an appli- 
cation pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of pub- 
lic convenience and necessity authoriz- 
ing Applicant to continue to operate in 
interstate commerce certain facilities so 
as to receive gas from Natural Gas Pipe- 
line Company of America (Natural) at 
an existing connection in Grady County, 
Okla., all as more fully set forth in the 
application on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant states that the facilities are 
already in place and ready for opera- 
tion, having been previously authorized 
in Docket No. CP61-163. The facilities 
will be utilized to enable Applicant to re- 
ceive gas purchased from Colorado In- 
terstate Gas Co. (Colorado) and which 
Colorado will have delivered to Natural 
for redelivery to Applicant under an ex- 
change arrangement. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and pro- 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 157.10) on or before July 12, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time 
required herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


KENNETH F. PLuMs, 


Acting Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7407; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





[Docket No. CP68-345] 
CARNEGIE NATURAL GAS CO. 
Notice of Application 


JUNE 17, 1968. 
Take notice that on June 10, 1968, Car- 
negie Natural Gas Co. (Applicant), 3904 
Main Street, Munhall, Pa. 15120, filed in 
Docket No. CP68-345 an application pur- 
suant to section 7(b) of the Natural Gas 
Act for permission and approval to aban- 
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don delivery points and appurtenant 
facilities in Fayette County, Pa. and 
Tyler County, W. Va., which were de- 
voted to delivering gas to the Manu- 
facturers Light and Heat Co. under an 
exchange agreement, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant seeks authority 
to terminate deliveries at the following 
connections: 

(1) The J. S. Wells Farm, located in 
Jefferson Township, Fayette County, Pa. 

(2) The Elder Farm, located in Mc- 
Elroy District, Tyler County, W. Va. 

Applicant states that the supply of 
gas at the J. S. Wells delivery point has 
declined to where it is inadequate to 
meet local market requirements and also 
continue exchange deliveries; and that 
production at the Elder Farm delivery 
point has declined to where it is no 
longer economically feasible to deliver 
gas from this source. 

The application states that no cessa- 
tion or interruption of service will result 
from the subject abandonments. Appli- 
cant will continue to exchange gas at 
other points of connection with Manu- 
facturers Light and Heat Co. under the 
terms of their exchange agreement. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
($157.10) on or before July 15, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure,’ a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission 
on this application if no protest or 
petition to intervene is filed within the 
time required herein, if the Commission 
on its own review of the matter finds that 
a grant of the certificate is required by 
the public convenience and necessity. If 
a protect or petition for leave to inter- 
vene is timely filed, or if the Commission 
on its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


KENNETH F. PLUMB, 


Acting Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7408; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





[Docket No. CP68-343] 


GRANITE STATE GAS TRANSMISSION, 
INC. 


Notice of Application 


JUNE 17, 1968. 


Take notice that on June 10, 1968, 
Granite State Gas Transmission Inc. 
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(Applicant), 66 Market Street, Ports- 
mouth, N.H. 03801, filed in Docket No. 
CP68-343 an application pursuant te 
section 7(b) and 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act for a certificate of public con- 
venience and necessity authorizing the 
construction and operation of certain 
natural gas transmission facilities and 
for an order authorizing the abandon- 
ment of transmission facilities which the 
proposed new facilities will replace, all 
as more fully set forth in the applica- 
tion which is on file with the Commis- 
sion and open to public inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant seeks author- 
ity to construct and operate 16,450 feet 
of 8-inch main transmission line and 
600 feet of 6-inch delivery lateral line 
in Portsmouth, Rockingham County, 
N.H., to replace 15.840 feet of existing 
8-inch main transmission line and 375 
feet of 4-inch delivery lateral which will 
be abandoned when the new construction 
is ready for service. 

The application states that the con- 
struction is required to relocate Appli- 
cant’s facilities in a new right-of-way, 
approximately parallel to the existing 
routing of its facilities, in order to make 
way for a new segment of express high- 
way and related roadway improvements 
planned by the State of New Hampshire. 
No new or additional service is proposed 
by the Applicant in this application. 

The total estimated cost of the new 
facilities is $123,500, which cost will be 
financed from funds advanced by Appli- 
cant’s parent, Northern Utilities, Inc. 
(formerly Portland Gas Light Co.). 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac- 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 157.10) on or before July 12, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


KENNETH F. PLUMB, 


Acting Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7435; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 


22, 1968 
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[Docket No. CP68-338] 


TEXAS EASTERN TRANSMISSION 
CORP. 


Notice of Application 


JUNE 12, 1968. 

Take notice that on June 6, 1968, 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp. (Ap- 
plicant), Post Office Box 2521, Houston, 
Tex. 77001, filed in Docket No. CP68— 
338 an application pursuant to section 
%(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a cer- 
tificate of public convenience and neces- 
sity authorizing the construction and 
operation of a metering and regulating 
station, in order to establish a new point 
of delivery in Warren County, Ohio, all 
as more fully set forth in the applica- 
-tion which is on file with the Commis- 
sion and open to public inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant seeks author- 
ization to construct and operate a meter- 
ing and regulating station and appurte- 
nant facilities at a point on its main 
transmission line in Warren County, 
Ohio. 

The Applicant states that the proposed 
new point of delivery will be used to sup- 
ply previously certificated volumes of 
natural gas to The Cincinnati Gas and 
Electric Co. for the account of The Ohio 
Fuel Gas Co. (Ohio Fuel) to serve an area 
presently without natural gas service. 

The total estimated cost of the facili- 
ties is $40,000. Applicant will be reim- 
bursed for these costs by Ohio Fuel. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and pro- 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 157.10) on or before July 11, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
’ the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. - 


KENNETH F. Plums, 
Acting Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7409; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


NOTICES 


[Docket No. CP67-9] 
UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. 
Notice of Petition To Amend 


JUNE 17, 1968. 

Take notice that on June 10, 1968, 
United Gas Pipe Line Co. (Petitioner), 
Post Office Box 1707, Shreveport, La. 
71102, filed in Docket No. CP67-S a peti- 
tion to amend the order of the Commis- 
sion issued in this Docket on November 
8, 1966, all as more fully set forth in the 
petition which is on file with the Com- 
mission and open to public inspection. 

By the said order the Commission 
authorized Petitioner to construct and 
operate certain facilities and to trans- 
port and deliver up to 150,000 Mcf of 
natural gas per day to Southern Natural 
Gas Co. The facilities authorized were: 

(1) Approximately 5.29 miles of 20- 
inch pipeline loop on Petitioner’s exist- 
ing Sterlington to Perryville 16-inch 
pipeline, beginning at an orifice meter 
station located on Petitioner’s Sterling- 
ton Compressor Station yard and extend- 
ing in a northeasterly direction parallel- 
ing Petitioner’s existing pipeline to a tie- 
in point at its sales meter station in 
section 53, all in T. 20 N., R. 4 E.,, 
Ouachita Parish, La.; 

(2) Enlarge metering facilities at Peti- 
tioner’s existing sales meter station near 
Perryville, La.; 

(3) Add and rearrange metering and 
regulating facilities located on Peti- 
tioner’s Sterlington Compressor Station. 

The Petitioner states that Commission 
authorization of facilities in Docket No. 
CP68-14 has eliminated the need for the 
facilities listed in paragraphs (1) and (3) 
above and that the metering facilties in 
paragraph (2) were enlarged. The Peti- 
tioner states that the reason why the fa- 
cilities in paragraphs (1) and (3) are 
not needed is that in Docket No. CP68-14 
the facilities authorized by the Commis- 
sion were designed, among other things, 
to relocate a delivery point to Texas Gas 
Transmission Corp. This relocation, ac- 
cording to Petitioner, relieves the exist- 
ing facilities between Perryville and the 
Ouachita River and obviates the need for 
the facilities in paragraphs (1) and (3). 

Total estimated cost of facilities was 
$16,989 and the actual cost was $6,412. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and pro- 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 157.10) on or before July 12, 1968. 


KENNETH F.. PLUMB, 
Acting Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7410; Filed, June 21, 1968; 


8:45 a.m.] 
[Docket No. CP68-351] 
UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. 
Notice of Application 


JUNE 17, 1968. 


Take notice that on June 11, 1968, 
United Gas Pipe Line Co. (Applicant), 


Post Office Box 1407, Shreveport, La. 
71102, filed in Docket No. CP68-351 an 
application pursuant to section 7(b) of 
the Natural Gas Act for permission and 
approval to abandon certain natural gas 
facilities originally installed to serve 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp. (Texas), 
all as more fully set forth in the applica- 
tion which is on file with the Commis- 
sion and open to public inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant seeks permis- 
sion to abandon approximately 0.7 mile 
of 20-inch pipeline, and sales meter sta- 
tion, together with appurtenant equip- 
ment located in Quachita Parish, La. 

The application states that the facili- 
ties described above have been utilized 
directly in connection with service to 
Texas. However, as set out in the applica- 
tion, Applicant has been authorized to 
relocate Texas’ delivery point and such 
facilities are no longer needed in Appli- 
cant’s operations. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and pro- 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 157.10) on or before July 15, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on its 
own motion believes that a formal hear- 
ing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


KENNETH F’. PLUMB, 
Acting Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7411; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


OFFICE OF EMERGENCY 
PLANNING 


NEW JERSEY 
Notice of Major Disaster 


Pursuant to the authority vested in 
me by the President under Executive 
Order 16427 of January 16, 1953, Execu- 
tive Order 10737 of October 29, 1957, and 
Executive Order 11051 of September 27, 
1962 (18 F.R. 407, 22 F.R. 8799, 27 F.R. 
9683); Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 
1958, Public Law 85-763, and Public Law 
87-296; by virtue of the Act of Septem- 
ber 30, 1950, entitled “An Act to authorize 
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Federal assistance to States and local 
governments in major disasters, and for 
other purposes” (42 U.S.C. 1855-1855g), 
as amended; notice is hereby given of a 
declaration of “major disaster” by the 
President in his letter dated June 15, 
1968, reading in part as follows: 


I have determined that the damage in 
those areas of the State of New Jersey 
adversely affected by heavy rains, high winds, 
and flooding, beginning on or about May 28, 
1968, is of sufficient severity and magnitude 
to warrant a major disaster declaration under 
Public Law 81-875. 


I do hereby determine the following 
areas in the State of New Jersey to have 
been adversely affected by the catastro- 
phe declared a major disaster by the 
President in his declaration of June 15, 
1968: 

The counties of: 


Bergen. Passaic. 
Essex. Somerset. 
Middlesex. Union. 
Morris. 
Dated: June 17, 1968. 
PrIcE DANIEL, 
Director, 


Office of Emergency Planning. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7419; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


ALSCOPE CONSOLIDATED, LTD. 


Order Suspending Trading 


JUNE 17, 1968. 

It appearing to the Securities and 
Exchange Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Alscope Consolidated, Ltd., 
Passaic, N.J., being traded otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is 
required in the public interest and for 
the protection of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 
15(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period 
June 18, 1968, through June 27, 1968, 
both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] Orva. L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7427; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





[Pile No. 13-21] 


LAWYERS TITLE INSURANCE CORP., 
CAPITAL STOCK, $5 PAR VALUE 


Notice of Application To Withdraw 
From Listing and Registration 


JUNE 17, 1968. 
The above-named issuer has filed an 
application with the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission pursuant to section 


NOTICES 


12(d) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934 and Rule 12d2-2(d) promulgated 
thereunder, to withdraw the specified 
security from listing and registration 
on the Richmond Stock Exchange. 
The reasons alleged in the application 


for withdrawing this security from list-~ 


ing and registration include the follow- 
ing: The fact that in excess of 99 percent 
of the stock has been acquired by Rich- 
mond Corp., a holding company, leaving 
less than 100 stockholders, and because 
of the very limited market in the stock. 

Any interested person may, on or be- 
fore July 3, 1968; submit by letter to the 
Secretary of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Washington 25, D.C., facts 
bearing upon whether the application 
has been made in accordance with the 
rules of the Exchange and what terms, if 
any, should be imposed by the Commis- 
sion for the protection of investors. An 
order granting the application will be 
issued after the date mentioned above, 
on the basis of the application and any 
other information furnished to the Com- 
mission, unless it orders a hearing on 
the matter. 


For the Commission (pursuant to dele- 
gated authority). ; 
Orval L. DuBors, 





Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7428; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
[File No. 14-1] 


LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY OF 
VIRGINIA, CAPITAL STOCK, $5 PAR 
VALUE 


Notice of Application To Withdraw 
From Listing and Registration 


JUNE 17, 1968. 

The above-named issuer has filed an 
application with the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission pursuant to section 
12(d) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934 and Rule 12d2-2(d) promulgated 
thereunder, to withdraw the specified 
security from listing and registration on 
the Richmond Stock Exchange. 

The reasons alleged in the application 
for withdrawing this security from list- 
ing and registration include the follow- 
ing: The fact that in excess of 98 per- 
cent of the stock has been acquired by 
Richmond Corp., a holding company, 
leaving less than 700 stockholders and 
because of the very limited market in 
the stock. 

Any interested person may, on or be- 
fore July 3, 1968, submit by letter to the 
Secretary of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Washington 25, D.C., facts 
bearing upon whether the application 
has been made in accordance with the 
rules of the Exchange and what terms, if 
any, should be imposed by the Commis- 
sion for the protection of investors. An 
order granting the application will be is- 
sued after the date mentioned above, 
on the basis of the application and any 
other information furnished to the Com- 
mission, unless it orders a hearing on 
the matter. 
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For the Commission (pursuant to dele- 
gated authority). 
Orval L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7429; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





ZIMOCO PETROLEUM CORP. 
Order Suspending Trading 


JUNE 17, 1968. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission.that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Zimoco Petroleum Corp., New 
York, N.Y., being traded otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re+ 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period June 
18, 1968, through June 27, 1968, both 
dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] OrvAL L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7430; Piled, June 21, 1968; 


8:46 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 


JUNE 19, 1968. 

Protests to the granting of an appli- 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 1100.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed 
within 15 days from the date of publica- 
tion of this notice in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. 


LONG-AND-SHORT Hav. 


FSA No. 41367—Wheat and grain sor- 
ghums to gulf ports for export. Filed by 
St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Co. (No. 
234), for and on behalf of itself and in- 
terested rail carriers. Rates on wheat or 
grain sorghums, in bulk, in carloads, 
from points in Arkansas, Kansas, Mis- 
souri, and Oklahoma, to specified gulf 
ports in Louisiana, Texas, Alabama, Mis- 
sissippi, and Florida (for export) . 

Grounds for relief—Carrier competi- 
tion and port equalization. “ 

Tariff—Supplement 48 to St. Louis- 
San Francisco Railway Co. tariff ICC 
A-1059. 

FSA No. 41368—Superphosphate from 
Florida points to Muscatine, Iowa. Filed 
by O. W. South, Jr., agent (No. A6025), 
for interested rail carriers. Rates on 
superphosphate, not defluorinated super- 
phosphate, nor feed grade superphos- 
phate, in bulk, in carloads, from specified 
producing points in Florida, to Mus- 
catine, Iowa. 
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Grounds for relief—Rail-barge com- 
petition. 

Tariff—Supplement 48 to Southern 
Freight Association, agent, tariff ICC 
S-700. 


By the Commission. 





[SEAL] H. NEIL GARSON, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7459; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:49 am.] 
[Notice 633] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


JUNE 20, 1968. 


The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 
CFR Part 340) published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an application 
must be filed with the field official named 
in the FEpErRAL RecrIsTer publication, 
within 15 calendar days after the date 
of notice of the filing of the application 
is published in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 
One copy of such protest must be served 
on the applicant, or its authorized repre- 
sentative, if any, and the protests must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protests must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of 
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., and also 
in the field office to which protests are 
to be transmitted. 


Motor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 15371 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed 
June 17, 1968. Applicant: CITY TRANS- 
FER, INC., 458 Washington Street, 
St. Marys, Pa. 15857. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Christian V. Graf, 407 
North Front Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 
17101. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Electrode Binders (coal tar pitch), in 
containers, from Youngstown, Ohio, to 
Punxsutawney, Pa., for 150 days. Sup- 
porting shipper: Airco-Speer Cargon 
Products, Division of Air Reduction Co., 
Inc., Punxsutawney, Pa. 15767. Send 
protests to: Frank L. Calvary, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 2109 
Federal Building, 1000 Liberty Avenue, 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. 

No. MC 35528 (Sub-No. 288 TA), filed 
June 12, 1968. Applicant: INTERSTATE 
MOTOR FREIGHT SYSTEM, 134 
Grandville Avenue SW., Grand Rapids, 
Mich. 49502. Applicant’s representative: 
Leonard J. Verdier, Jr., 1 Vandenberg 
Center, Grand Rapids, Mich. 49502. 


Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg- 
ular routes, transporting: General com- 
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modities (except classes A and B ex- 
plosives, houeshold goods, and com- 
modities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and com- 
tion center of the Arrow Co. at Elys- 
burg, Pa.,~as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant’s regular route 
operations, between Rochester, N.Y., and 
Harrisburg, Pa., over U.S. Highway 15 
and Pennsylvania Highway 147, as au- 
thorized at sheet 16 of certificate MC 
35628; and in connection with ap- 
plicant’s regular route operations be- 
tween Shamokin, Pa., and Philadelphia, 
Pa., over U.S. Highways 122 and 422, 
as authorized at sheet 3 of certificate 
MC 35628, Sub 239, for 180 days. Norte: 
Applicant intends to tack this authority 
with its other operating authority. Sup- 
porting shipper: The Arrow Co., a divi- 
sion of Cluett, Peabody & Co., Inc., 433 
River Street, Troy, N.Y. 12180. Send 
protests to: C. R. Flemming, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, 221 
Federal Building, Lansing, Mich. 48933. 

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 96 TA), filed 
June 17, 1968. Applicant: SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT & STORAGE, INC., 817 
McDonald Street, Green Bay, Wis. 54303. 
Applicant’s representative: D. F. Martin 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meat and meat products 
from Green Bay, Wis., to Knoxville, 
Tenn., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Armour & Co., Box 9222, Chicago, Ill. 
60690 (D. A. Chute, Transportation Man- 
ager, Armour Foods Division) . Send pro- 
tests to: District Supervisor Lyle D. Hel- 
fer, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 135 West Wells 
Street, Room 807, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. 

No. MC 52579 (Sub-No. 108 TA), filed 
June 17, 1968. Applicant: GILBERT 
CARRIER CORP., 1 Gilbert Drive, Se- 
caucus, N.J. 07094. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: William Abel, Gilbert Carrier 
Corp., 1 Gilbert Drive, Secaucus, N.J. 
07094. Authority sought to operates as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wearing 
apparel, loose, on hangers, from Miami 
and Hialeah, Fla., to Atlanta and Cham- 
blee, Ga., for 150 days. Supporting ship- 
pers: Carole G., Inc., 1375 East 10th 
Avenue, Hialeah, Fla. 33010; Country 
Club Casuals, Inc., 1050 East 16th Street, 
Hialeah, Fla. 33010; Miami Dress Corp., 
3620 Northwest 48th Street, Miami 42, 
Fla.; Prissy, Inc., 1045 East 16th Street, 
Hialeah, Fla. 33010. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor W. J. Grossmann, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 970 Broad Street, 
Newark, N.J. 07102. 

No. MC 100623 (Sub-No. 13 TA), filed 
June 11, 1968. Applicant: HOURLY 
MESSENGERS, INC., 1710 Wood Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19103. Applicant’s 
representative: V. Baker Smith, 123 
South Broad Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 
19109. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Parcels 
and packages except (1) money; bul- 
lion; narcotics (except medical supplies 
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the principal ingredients of which are 
not a narcotic); securities; evidence of 
indebtedness; checks, choses in action, 
and other valuables; valuable papers 
and documents; and (2) commercial 
papers, documents, written instruments, 
and business records as are used in the 
business of banks and banking institu- 
tions, no single parcel or package to 
exceed 50 pounds in weight nor 108 
inches in length and girth combined, and 
the maximum weight for all parcels and 
packages from a single shipper to a 
single consignee on any day not to 
exceed 100 pounds, restricted against 
transportation from department stores, 
mail-order houses, premium redemption 
companies, and other retail stores, be- 
tween an area in Pennsylvania within 
the following territory including the 
boundary line communities as follows: 

Starting from a point on the Pennsyl- 
vania-Delaware State line where the 
Pennsylvania-Delaware State line meets 
the Delaware River; thence northwest 
along the Pennsylvania-Delaware State 
line to the intersection with Ridge Ave- 
nue (U.S. 13 Bypass); thence northeast 
along Ridge Avenue to Linwood, Pa.; 
thence north on Pennsylvania Highway 
452 to the intersection with U.S. High- 
way 1; thence northeast on U.S. High- 
way 1 to Rosetree; thence northwest on 
Providence Road through Edgmont and 
White Horse to Sugartown; thence north 
on Sugartown Road to intersection with 
U.S. Route 202; thence east on US. 
Route 202 to intersection with Devon 
Road and continuing on Devon Road to 
intersection with Sugartown Road; 
thence east on Sugartown Road to Straf- 
ford; thence west on U.S. Highway 30 
to intersection with Valley Forge Road; 
thence north on Valley Forge Road to 
New Centerville; thence east on US. 
Highway 202 (Swedesford Road) to In- 
terstate Highway 76 (Schuylkill Express- 
way); thence south on Interstate High- 
way 76 to intersection with U.S. Highway 
1 (City Line Avenue); thence east from 
the Schuylkill River along the Philadel- 
phia-Montgomery County border to 
Stenton Avenue; thence south on Sten- 
ton Avenue to intersection with US. 
Highway 309 (Bethlehem Pike); thence 
north on U.S. Highway 309 (Bethlehem 
Pike) through Erdenheim, Flourtown, 
Whitemarsh, and Fort Washington to 
Cedar Hill Road; thence northeast on 
Cedar Hill Road and Chestnut Lane to 
County Line Road (Montgomery County- 
Bucks County border) ; thence southeast 
on County Line Road to Newtown Road; 
thence northeast on Newtown Road to 
Johnsville; thence southeast on Penn- 
sylvania Highway 132 (Street Road) 
through Davisville and Southampton to 
intersection with Gravel Hill Road; 
thence northeast on Gravel Hill Road to 
Churchville; thence southeast on Bristol 
Road to Buck Road; thence southwest on 
Buck Road to Pennsylvania Highway 
213 (Feasterville and Bridgetown Pike) 
through Bridgetown to Bucktoe; thence 
northeast on Langhorne-Yardley Road 
through Woodside and Yardley to the 
Delaware River; thence along the Dela- 


ware River to the point of beginning, on 
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the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Atlantic County, N.J., for 150 days. 
Supporting shippers: There are approx- 
‘mately 40 statements of support at- 
tached to the application, which may be 
examined here at the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in Washington, D.C., 
or copies thereof which may be examined 
at the field office named below. Send 
protests to: Ross A. Davis, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 900 U.S. Custom- 
house, Second and Chestnut Streets, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19106. 

No. MC 107012 (Sub-No. 81 TA), filed 
June 17, 1968. Applicant: NORTH 
AMERICAN VAN LINES, INC., Post Of- 
fice Box 988, Lincoln Highway East, Fort 
Wayne, Ind. 46801. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Martin A. Weissert, North 
American Van Lines, Inc., Post Office Box 
988, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46801. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de- 
fined by the Commission, (1) between 
points in Alaska; (2) between points in 
Alaska, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the contiguous 48 States 
of the United States; restricted to traf- 
fic having an intervening ocean move- 
ment between ports in Alaska and ports 
in the contiguous 48 States, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Robert Stout, 
Manager, International Household 
Goods, North American Van Line, Inc., 
Post Office Box 988, Fort Wayne, Ind. 
46801. Send protests to: District Su- 
pervisor J. H. Gray, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
345 West Wayne Street, Room 204, Fort 
Wayne, Ind. 46802. 

No. MC 111856 (Sub-No. 4 TA), filed 
June 13, 1968. Applicant: CHOCTAW 
TRANSPORT, INC., 954 Bay Bridge 
Road, Prichard, Ala. 36610. Applicant’s 
representative: John W. Cooper, Suite 
1301, City Federal Building, Birmingham, 
Ala. 35203. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen- 
eral commodities (except dangerous ex- 
plosives, household goods as defined in 
Practices of Motor Common Carriers of 
Household Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, com- 
modities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), (1) between Prich- 
ard, Ala., and Mississippi State line 
over U.S. Highway 90 and Interstate 
Highway 10; (2) between Grand Bay, 
Ala., and Prichard, Ala., over Alabama 
Highway 188 from its junction with U.S. 
Highway 90 and Interstate Highway 10 
to its junction with Alabama Highway 
163, thence over Alabama Highway 163 
to its junction with U.S. Highway 90 
and Interstate Highway 10, thence to 
Prichard; (3) between Irvington, Ala., 
and the junction of Alabama Highway 
188 and County Highway 39 over County 
Highway 39; (4) between Theodore, Ala., 
and the junction of Alabama Highway 
188 and County Highway 59 over County 
Highway 59; (5) between Theodore, Ala., 
and the junction of Alabama Highway 
163 and County Highway 32 over County 
Highway 32; (6) between the junction of 
County Highways 59 and 22 and Alabama 
Highway 163 over County Highway 22; 
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serving all intermediate points on the 
above-named routes, for 150 days. NoTE: 
Applicant intends to tack with MC 
111856 and subs at Mobile and Prichard, 
Ala. Supporting shipper: There are ap- 
proximately (24) statements of support 
attached to the application, which may 
be examined here at the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in Washington, D.C., 
copies thereof which may be examined at 
the field office named below. 

No. MC 116884 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
June 17, 1968. Applicant: ARNOLD 
KING, doing business as KING TRUCK 
LINE, 120 Second Street SE., Minne- 
apolis, Minn. 55414. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: A. R. Fowler, 2288 University 
Avenue, St. Paul, Minn. 55114. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Jce cream, ice cream 
mizes, ice cream novelties, and ice cream 
cones, for account of Foremost Ice Cream 
Division, Northland Milk and Ice Cream 
Co., from Minneapolis, Minn., to Cedar 
Rapids, Des Moines, Fort Dodge, Hawar- 
den, and Mason City, Iowa, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Foremost Ice Cream 
Division, Northland Milk and Ice Cream 
Co., Post Office Box 1147, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55440. Send protests to: District 
Supervisor A. N. Spath, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, 448 Federal Building and US. 
Courthouse, 110 South Fourth Street, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 119531 (Sub-No. 86 TA), filed 
June 14, 1968. Applicant: DIECKBRAD- 
ER EXPRESS, INC., 5391 Wooster 
Road, Cincinnati, Ohio 45226. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Raymond C. 
Minks (same address as above). Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid chlorine, in 
steel containers, from Fairport Harbor, 
Ohio, to Parkersburg, W. Va., and to 
points in that part of Pennsylvania on 
and west of a line beginning at the 
New York-Pennsylvania State line and 
extending along U.S. Highway 11 to 
junction U.S. Highway 15, thence along 
U.S. Highway 15 to the Pennsylvania- 
Maryland State line, and Empty steel 
chlorine containers, on return, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Diamond 
Shamrock Chemical Co., a unit of Dia- 
mond Shamrock Corp., 610 Euclid Ave- 
nue, Cleveland, Ohio 44114. Send pro- 
tests to: Emil P. Schwab, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 1010 Federal 
Building, 550 Main Street, Cincinnati, 
Ohio 45202. 

No. MC 119990 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed 
June 13, 1968. Applicant: MERCHANTS 
D®=LIVERY CoO., 1212 East 19th Street, 
Kensas City, Mo. 64108. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Frank W. Taylor, Jr., 1212 
Baltimore Avenue, Kansas City, Mo. 
64105. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment and those injurious or contam- 
mating to other lading): Between 
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points in Kansas, Missouri, Oklahoma, 
and Nebraska, in that area bounded by a 
line beginning at the intersection of U.S. 
Highways 20 and 81, thence southerly 
over U.S. Highway 81, to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 30, thence southwesterly 
along U.S. Highway 30, to its junction 
with U.S. Highway 281, thence southerly 
over U.S. Highway 281 to its intersection 
with the Nebraska-Kansas State line, 
thence east along the Nebraska-Kansas 
State line to its intersection with US. 
Highway 77, thence southerly over U.S. 
Highway 77 to its intersection with the 
Kansas-Oklahoma State line, thence 
east along the Kansas-Oklahoma State 
line to its intersection with U.S. High- 
way 169, thence along U.S. Highway 169 
to its junction with U.S. Highway 60, 
thence along U.S. Highway 60 to the 
Oklahoma-Missouri State line, thence 
along the Oklahoma-Missouri State line 
to its intersection with the Arkansas 
State line, thence along the Missouri- 
Arkansas State line ito its intersection 
with U.S. Highway 63, thence along U.S. 
Highway 63 to its intersection with the 
Iowa-Missouri State line, thence along 
the Iowa-Missouri State line to its inter- 
section with the Nebraska State line, 
thence along the Iowa-Nebraska State 
line to its intersection with U.S. High- 
way 20, thence westerly over U.S. High- 
way 20 to its junction with US. High- 
way 81, the point of beginning, and 
points on or within 8 miles of the above 
specified highways and State lines. 

Restrictions: (1) No service shall be 
rendered in the transportation of any 
package or article weighing more than 
100 pounds. (2) No service shall be pro- 
vided in the transportation of packages 
or articles weighing in the aggregate 
more than 100 pounds, from any one 
consignor to any one consignee on any 
one day. (3) No pickup or delivery service 
shall be provided to any person who has 
an existing contract with Merchants 
Contract Deliveries, Inc., pursuant to 
permits issued to it by the Commission. 
Nore: Applicant proposes to interline at 
Coffeyville, Kans.; Omaha, Nebr.; and 
Kansas City, Mo., for 180 days. Sup- 
porting shippers: There are approxi- 
mately 39 statements of support 
attached to the application, which may 
be examined here at the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in Washington, 
D.cC., or copies thereof which may be 
examined at the field office named below. 
Send protests to: John V. Barry, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 1100 Fed- 
eral Office Building, 911 Walnut Street, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 124987 (Sub-No. 11 TA), filed 
June 17, 1968. Applicant: EARL L. BON- 
SACK AND ELAINE M. BONSACK, a 
partnership, doing business as EARL L. 
BONSACK, 512 West Plainview Road, 
La Crosse, Wis. 54601. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: F. W. Liegois, G. Heileman 
Brewing Co., Inc., 925 South Third 
Street, La Crosse, Wis. 54601. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 


transporting: Malt liquors, (1) from 
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Newport, Ky., to points in Illinois; In- 
diana (except Delphi, Goodland, Mon- 
ticello, and Rensselaer), Ohio, and 
Virginia; and (2) from La Crosse, Wis., 
to Indianapolis, Ind., for 180 days. Sup- 
porting shipper: G. Heileman Brewing 
Co., Inc., 925 South Third Street, La 
Crosse, Wis. 54601. Send protests to: 
Barney L. Hardin, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu- 
reau of Operations, 444 West Main 
Street, Room 11, Madison, Wis. 53703. 

No. MC 125433 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed 
June 14, 1968. Applicant: F-B TRUCK 
LINE COMPANY, 4255 South Second 
West Street, Salt Lake City, Utah 84107. 
Applicant’s representative: Dwane Ack- 
lie, 1201 J Street, Post Office Box 806, 
Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Adhesives, floor coverings, vinyl 
base, rubber and hair pads, and supplies 
and materials, used in the installation 
of floor coverings, (1) from Los Angeles, 
Calif., and its commercial zone to points 
in Big Horn, Hot Springs, Johnson, 
Sheridan, Washakie Counties, Wyo., and 
Yellowstone National Park, Wyo., and 
points in Montana; (2) from Fresno, 
Calif., and its commercial zone to points 
in Big Horn, Hot Springs, Johnson, 
Sheridan, Washakie Counties, Wyo., 
and Yellowstone National Park, Wyo., 
and points in Montana, for 180 days. 
Note: Applicant indicates it does intend 
to tack the authority herein applied for 
to its existing authority under MC- 
125433, Supporting shipper: Service 
Flooring, Post Office Box 1612, 3407 Mon- 
tana Avenue, Billings, Mont. 59103. Send 
protests to: John T. Vaughan, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 6201 
Federal Building, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84111. 

No. MC 125925 (Sub-No. 7 TA), filed 
June 17, 1968. Applicant: INTERSTATE 
DISTRIBUTOR CO., 8311 Durango 
Street SW., Tacoma, Wash. 98499. Appli- 
cant’s representative: George R. LaBis- 
soniere, 920 Logan Building, Seattle, 
Wash. 98101. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Ma- 
chined or cut plywood and hardboard 
from Sumner, Wash., to San Francisco 
and Los Angeles, Calif., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Pasquier Panel 
Products Inc., Post Office Box 117, 
Sumner, Wash. 98390. Send protests to: 
E. J. Casey, District Supervisor, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 6130 Arcade Building, 
Seattle, Wash. 98101. 

No. MC 129958 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
June 17, 1968. Applicant: HARRY T. 
GERBER, doing business as HARRY T. 
GERBER TRUCKING, Rural Route 4, 
Bluffton, Ind. 46714. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Robert C. Smith, 620 Illinois 
Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Animal and poultry 
feed, and animal and poultry feed in- 
gredients, dry, in bags, and in bulk, from 
Fairbury, Tl., and Fostoria, Ohio, to 
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Bluffton, Ind., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Gerber Feed Mill, Box 186, 
Bluffton, Ind. 46714. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor J. H. Gray, Bureau 
of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Room 204, 345 West Wayne 
Street, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46802. 


MorTor CARRIER OF PASSENGERS 


No. MC 126371 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
June 17, 1968. Applicant: MONARCH 
ASSOCIATES, INC., 7 South Fifth 
Street, Park Ridge, N.J. 07656. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: George A. 
Olsen, 69 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City, 
N.J. 07306. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pas- 
sengers and their baggage, in round trip 
special operations, limited to the trans- 
portation of not more than nine pas- 
sengers in any one vehicle, between 
points in Rockland County, N.Y., and 
Bergen County, N.J., on and north of 
New Jersey Highway 4, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the Borough 
of Manhattan, New York, N.Y., for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Gary C. Greis, 
Road Lane, Congers, N.Y. 10920, and 26 
other current passengers. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor Joel Morrows, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 970 Broad Street, 
Newark, N.J. 07102. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Neri Garson, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-7460; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Notice 162] 


MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


JUNE 19, 1968. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
279), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s 
special rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon- 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, the filing of such a pe- 
tition will postpone the effective date 
of the order in that proceeding pending 
its disposition. The matters relied upon 
by petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-70497. By order of June 
17, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Nussberger Bros. Truck- 
ing Co., Inc., Catawba, Wis., of the 
operating rights in permit No. MC-124121 
(Sub-No. 1) issued September 7, 1965, 
to Donald Nussberger and Willis Nuss- 
berger, a partnership, doing business as 
Nussberger  Bros., Catawba, Wis., 
authorizing the transportation, over 
irregular routes, of malt beverages, and 
advertising used in promotion of such 
products, from St. Paul, Minn., to Rib 
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Lake, Wis., restricted to service per- 
formed under continuing contracts with 
a certain named shipper. John W. Slaby, 
Phillips, Wis. 54555, attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC-70499. By order of June 
17, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Alfred Coco, Wethers- 
field, Conn., of the operating rights in 
certificates Nos. MC-14977, MC-14977 
(Sub-No. 2), MC-14977 (Sub-No. 3), 
and MC-14977 (Sub-No. 4), issued May 
28, 1941, January 15, 1947, January 15, 
1947, and November 4, 1952, respectively, 
authorizing the transportation, over ir- 
regular routes, of fertilizer, agricultural 
lime, hay and straw, tobacco and tobacco 
warehouse equipment, livestock, stone, 
sand, gravel, dirt, and cement, and road 
building and grading materials and road 
construction equipment from and to, or 
between various points in Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, and New York. John E. 
Fay, 79 Lafayette Street, Hartford, 
Conn. 06106, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-70520. By order of June 
17, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Borsheim Builders Sup- 
ply, Inc., Williston, N. Dak., of the 
operating rights in permits Nos. MC- 
117566 and MC-117566 (Sub-No. 1) is- 
sued December 18, 1959, and April 18, 
1962, respectively, to Thorovald 
Greslivold, doing business as Greslivold 
Truck Lines, Minot, N. Dak., authoriz- 
ing the transportation, over irregular 
routes, of concrete culverts from Willis- 
ton, N. Dak., to Wolf Point and Glasgow 
Air Base, Mont., and points in Sheridan, 
Daniels, Valley, Roosevelt, Richland, 
McCone, Dawson, and Wibaux Counties, 
Mont., restricted to service performed 
under continuing contracts with a 
named shipper. George R. Borsheim, 
Williston, N. Dak. 58801, representative 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-—70537. By order of June 17, 
1968, the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Walser Rapid Transit Co., 
Inc., Dubuque, Iowa, of the operating 
rights in certificate No. MC-43327 issued 
September 22, 1941, to Harold Walser, 
doing business as Walser Rapid Transit 
Co., Dubuque, Iowa, authorizing the 
transportation of household goods, over 
irregular routes, between points and 
places in Dubuque County, Iowa, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points and 
places in Illinois, Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Indiana, that part of Missouri north of 
U.S. Highway 50, and those in that part 
of Kansas east of U.S. Highway 81, in- 
cluding points and places on the indi- 
cated portions of the highways specified; 
and of heavy machinery, and iron and 
steel tanks and boilers, over irregular 
routes, between points and places in 
Dubuque, Delaware, and Buchanan 
Counties, Iowa, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points and places in Mlinois. 
William A. Conzett, 401 Fischer Build- 
ing, Dubuque, Iowa 52001, attorney for 
applicants. 


[SEAL] H. Neti Garson, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-7461; Filed, June 21, 1968; 
8:49 am.] 


22, 1968 





FEDERAL REGISTER 
CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—-JUNE 


The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during June. 


3 CFR Page | 7 CFR—Continued 


PROCLAMATIONS: 


3385 (amended by Proc. 3855). 8535 
3548 (see Proc 
3558 (see Proc. 
3562 (see Proc. 
3597 (see Proc. 
3709 (see Proc. 
3790 (see Proc. 


mueuaene teninee 8329, 8335, 8430, 8649, 8650, 9148 


Sept. 3, 1867 (see PLO 4437)__ 8492 8726, 8802 
July 15, 1875 (revoked in part 
by PLO 4422) 8275 
June 8, 1896 (see PLO 4437)__ 8492 
Apr. 17, 1926 (revoked in part 8343, 8740 
by PLO 4432) 8341 9178 
June 8, 1926 (revoked in part 8458, 8820 
by PLO 4453) 9257 8229, 9089 
1032 (revoked in part by PLO 
4431) 8341 
1566 (revoked by PLO 4440)-.. 8738 8389, 8433, 8434, 8479, 8480, 8591, 
3006 (revoked in part ly FLO 8592, 8732, 8733, 8773, 9067, 9068, 
4435) 8491 9149, 9253, 9254 
5327 (see PLO 4446) 8776 0 , , ” ene cone. coee 
8647 (revoked in part by PLO 8434, 8592 
9149 


8281, 8349 

8349, 

8393, 8508-8510, 8550, 8744, 8745, 
8778, 8850, 9091-9093, 9178. 


8511, 8551, 8778 


8259-8265, 8387, 9085, 9086 
8649 


8427, 8767 
8429 


8198, 8266 

8388, 8649, 9086 

8198, 8499, 8770, 8801, 9251 
8725 

8500, 8725, 8801 

8501, 8502, 8726, 9086, 9087 





FEDERAL REGISTER 


Pease | 23 CFR wie 
8222-8224, | PROPOSED RULES: 
8537, 8538, 8809-8811, 9068, 9069, 
9165, 9254, 9255. 
8446, 8539 


8244, 8337 

8224, 8244, 8337, 8447 
8244, 8337 

8731 

8225 

8244, 8337 


PusBLic LAND ORDERS: 
386 (revoked in part by PLO 


1556 (revoked in part by PLO 
4427) 
8666, 8812, 9166 1817 (revoked in part by PLO 
8812 4454) 
8485 1827 (revoked by PLO 4436) __ 
8337 2260 (see PLO 4453) 
8593 3147 (revoked in part by PLO 
8225 
8337, 8774, 8816, 9070, 9166 3152 (revoked in part by PLO 
121____ 8338, 8594, 8816, 8817, 9016, 9071 4427) 
3391 (see PLO 4420) 
3584 (see PLO 4427) 
3836 (amended by PLO 4434) _ 
3938 (see PLO 4440) 
3965 (revoked in part by PLO 


4291 (corrected by PLO 4445) _ 
4371 (revoked in part by PLO 


32A CFR 
OIA (Ch. X): 


PROPOSED RULES: 
OIA (Ch. X): 


8594, 8595 
8775, 9256 





8390, 9257 





FEDERAL REGISTER ; 9279 


43 CFR—Continued 45 CFR—Continued 47 CFR—Continued . Page 


Pustic Lanp OrpersS—Continued PROPOSED RULES: 


8395, 9094 


8276, 9258 
8277, 8341 


8745, 9262 
8349, 8604 
8511, 8779 








b 
~ 





ry 


——— 


— 


f 
5 
et 
= ty 











